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The COMMITTEE, appointed to enquire into the Regulations 
which govern the Drawbacks and Countervailing Duties on the 
Importation and Exportation of Spirits, the Manufacture of Great 
Britain , or Ireland , from one Country to the other refpeCtively ; and 
alfo, what Alterations it may be expedient to make in refpeCt of the 
fame, in order to place the Intercourfe between England and Ireland, 
and Scotland and Ireland, refpeCtively, in the article of Spirits, upon 
•thole terms of reciprocity, which are required under the Articles of 
Union between Great Britain and Ireland ; and to report the fame, 
'with Their obfervations and opinion -thereupon, from time to time, 
to The Houle: And who were empowered to report the Minutes 
of Evidence taken before Them ; — 



H AVING, in confequence of their inftruCtions entered on the -enquiry, 
commenced by referring to the provifions and fchedules of the ACt of 
Union itfelf ; and having fubfequently examined many perfons, well ac- 
quainted with the fubjeCt, have agreed to the following Report ; — viz. 



IT appears, that the total duty on corn fpirits in each country, being 
compounded of the duty on the Tpirit itfelf, and that on the .proportion 
of malt ufed in the manufacture, the drawbacks and countervailing duties 
on export and import from one to the other respectively, were fettled ac- 
cording to that principle, and now hand as follows : 

The duty on fpirit: made in England is levied on the waih at is. 4 \d. 
per gallon ; of this 100 gallons are calculated to produce about nineteen 
gallons of fpirit atone to ten over hydrometer proof, * which is there- 
fore on the fpirit per gallon - - - - 7 s - 3 ^' 

•to which is to be added the malt duty, calculated upon an 
eftimate that feven quarters of malt, on which the duty is 
jf. 1. 14. 8. per quarter, are ufed in the production of one tun 
or 252 gallons of fpirit at the fame flrength, or per gallon, 
about — - - -- - 0 1 1 1- 



making the total eflimatecl charge on each gallon, * 8 

which is therefore the fum drawn back on exportation to Ireland, and 
the fame amount is paid as countervailing duty on Irifh lpirits when 
imported into Great Britain, reckoned at the flrength of one to ten as 
above mentioned, with a proportionate increafe -of duty for any higher 
degree of flrength. 

In Ireland, a duty is paid on fpirits of, per gallon, - 4-J. o d. 

without any regard to the flrength, and a further duty of - is. 8 d. 

on each gallon, fubjeCt to an equal credit againft the faid duty 

in proportion to the quantity of malt ufed, upon a calculation 

of one barrel of malt to fix gallons of fpirits, making together . 5>r. Sd. 
which is therefore the drawback on export to Great Britain, and the 
countervailing duty on Britifli fpirits exported thither. But foon after 
the Union took place, it was difcovered, that from inaccurate computations 
with refpeCt to the allowance in the countervailing duties and drawbacks, 

in 



* -Note.— Proof Spirit is eftimated to confift of equal parts of alcohol and water, one to ten 
above proof is therefore Spirit of a ftrength which will admit the addition of a quantity of water 
t?qual to one-tenth of the whole mixture, to reduce it to the above llandard. 
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REPORT' from The C O M M I T T E E upon 

in confideration of the malt ufed, confiderable advantages were given to 
the Irifh diftillers in the Englifh market; at the fame time, that by thefe, 
and by the effedt of- internal regulations in Ireland, the English dilbiTler 
has no correfponding inducement to fend his fpirits to that country.; 
added to this, the Irilh duties on fpirits being levied without any ftandard 
for ftrength, a facility was afforded to tlie exporters to receive a drawback 
on a much larger quantity than had paid duty ; and yet further fourees of 
profit, although indefinite and unallowed, were to be found in the then 
imperfedt Rate of the colledfion of the revenue in Ireland. 

The internal fpirit duty in Scotland is levied partly oil the wafh, partly on 

• the fpirit itlelf, and the remainder by a licence duty on the dills, amount- 
ing in the whole to, per gallon, (at the llrength of one to ten) 51. i\d. - 

To which being added (as in the other cafes) the duty on the 

malt ufed, eiTimated at lod. or. lod. 

A total is produced of, per gallon - „ - _ $s. n\d. 

which therefore is the whole fum which ought to have been drawn back 

• on exportation to Ireland. But on examining the Adt of Union, the dif- 
tillers of Scotland difcovered that in the fchedule no diftindtioii had been 
taken between ipirits exported to Ireland from England, and from Scot- 
land, and therefore that their fpirits were entitled on exportation to receive 
the whdle drawback as Britilh fpirits, amounting now to 8*. i\d.\ this 

-difference therefore of zs. 3d. operated injurioufly to the manufadturer in 
Ireland, and to the revenue of Great Britain from which the excefs was 
taken. In this ftate of things the neceffity of applying a remedy became 
obvious, and it having appeared to The Houfe expedient to inftrudl Your 
Committee to diredl their attention to the inequalities previoufly com- 
plained of as affedl ing the trade between England and Ireland, they have 
accordingly entered into that part of the fubjedf. 

In the execution of their duty, however. Your Committee have been 
aware not only of its importance as affedling two great manufadhires, 
.and the revenue arifing from them, but alio of its delicacy, as involving 
difeuffions of the principle of that folemn compadf by which the two 
kingdoms were united under one Legislature : Your Committee fully feel 
their obligation to regard the fpirit of that A& as inviolable, and not to 
recommend any mealures which can be fairly ccnftrued as infrinmno- 
thereon ; and that no alteration fhould be attempted even in the letter of 
•the Adi, but for the fake of explaining fome ambiguity, or of carryin°- into 
full and complete effedt its beneficial purpofe of eftablifhing a real and 
lubfta'ntial reciprocity of commercial advantages. But where this objedt 
clearly appears to have been frufirated, whether by error or inadvertence, 
they cannot but think that in endeavouring to fuggeft remedies, they are 
in truth fo far from attempting to impair the Union, that they ou°ht to 
be regarded as contributing to its confirmation and fupport. Your Com- 
mittee are at the fame time decidedly of opinion that each country fhould 
be left, in full poffeffion of its peculiar natural, local or incidental ad- 
vantages, not created by regulation ; and that Legislative interference 
fhoukl be confined to the corredtion of thofe inequalities which it may it- 
felf have occafioned. 

With thefe views, Your Committee think it incumbent on them, as 
the firfl ftep, to point out the abfolute neceffity of eftablifhing one uni- 
form rate of ftrength, according to which the duty on fpirits in every part 
.of the United Kingdom fhould be computed; and they recommend the 
adoption of that at prefent exifting in Great Britain, (viz. one to ten over 
hydrometer proof) as fuch uniformity of computation will be attended 
with obvious advantages.: without fuch a ftandard, certainty or accuracy 

ili 
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DRAWBACK S and DUTIES on SPIRITS. s 

in the col!e&ion of the internal duties is utterly unattainable ; opportuni- 
ties for fraud are perpetually prel'entiug themf'd'ves ; nor can the external 
intercouife be carried on either with l'afety to the revenue of the country 
•exporting, or juftice to that to which the exportation may be made. 

Proceeding -to inquire into the Mired! charges on the manufadlure 
■caufed by internal regulations. Your Committee have afcertained their ex- 
igence, but the variance of opinion, oecafioned by the conflidl of rival 
interefts, has thrown much confufion on this part of the fubjedl ; nor are 
they able with complete confidence toprefent any certain conclufions. The 
Plan, which YourCommittee propofeas the moft pradlicable and convenient, 
is, to confine the intercouife in ipirits between the different parts of the 
"United Kingdom refpeftively, to thofe which fhall have been made folely 
for luch export in diftilleries not working for Home Confumption at 
the fame time, nor for a further time to be limited ; and_ that all fuch fpi- 
rits fhall be warehoufed without payment of duty, being made up to the de- 
gree of ftrength at which they may be legally imported into the country for 
which they are diftiHed, and (hall be exported’from fuch warehoufes only ; by 
thefe means the difficulties will be avoided which would attend an attempt 
to equalize the refpedlive advantages and difadvantages refulting from three, 
fyftems of management and regulation fo widely differing, and the ftill 
greater inconveniences which might be produced by introducing, by Legis- 
lative authority, an uniform fyftem of regulation and management through^ 
■out the different parts of the United Kingdom. Your Committee are fur- 
ther encouraged to recommend this Plan, from the experience of the bene- 
fits refulting from the adoption of regulations nearly fimilar which have 
been eftablifhed in the intercourfe in Ipirits between England and Scot- 
land. 

In concurrence with this meafure, it appears expedient alfo to recom- 
mend iome alteration in the Drawbacks and Countervailing Duties on 
malt, with the view of approximating them more nearly to the quantities 
of that article actually confomed affirming that the credit to be given to 
the diftiller in the different parts of the United Kingdom on account of the 
malt uled in the manufacture, fhould be calculated on the fame quantity of 
Ipirits being produced at an uniform degree of ftrength, and by the rate of 
•the malt duty, without reference to any fuppofed difference ill the quality 
-of the malt. 

It is afferted, and it is reafonable to believe," that the proportions in 
-which this article is ufed in the three parts of the United Kingdom, vary 
■according to the different regulations impofed by law on the Diftiller, and 
•coniequently that perfefi equality of charge cannot be attained without 
allowing for thefe; but as Your Committee fear that they have not been 
.able to inveftigate this point with that precifion which would juftify them 
m fixing the different proportions, they have thought it right wholly to 
•omit thefe confiderations, and to govern the propofed changes by the differ- 
f eiice of duty only. 

Your Committee having thus explained the outline, forbear to enter fur- 
, ther into detail, but refer to their Resolutions; and to the Appendix, 

■in which the Evidence and Accounts are lubmitted to the Houfe: They 
. are far from imagining that on a fubjeft fo complicated, they ffiould have 

been able to obviate every difficulty, or to anticipate every obje&ion ; but 
they hope that the opinions which they have given may lead to meafures 
-calculated to remove the grievances which have on both fides been com- 
plained of, and to ertablifli for the future a more equitable intercourle, 
without being liable to the imputation of affe&ing, in any real or efiential 
point, that important fettlement which it is the furtheft from their wiffies 
to difturb. 

199. &Z3J. (B) 1 . Refolved, 
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6 Report from The Committee on Drawbacks and Duties on Spirits. 

1 . Refolved, That it is the opinion of this Committee, That the duty 
on fpirits made in England, Scotland, and Ireland, for Home Conlurap- 
tion, fhould be computed upon an uniform rate of ftrengtb, viz. one to 
ten over proof; to be afcertained by hydrometers of fimilar conduction; 
and that fpirits manufadured &r exportation frpm either country to the other 
Ihould lie made up to and received at the length at which fpirits manu- 
factured for Home Contumptioh in the-trountry tc^vKich the lame may be 
fo exported, may legally be carried by permit, but the countervailing 
Duty fhall be charged thereon according to the laid -rate of itrengih of one 

to ten over proof. . 

2. Refolved ', That it is the opinion of this Committee, i hat unoer the 

■different circumhances of . the. three parts of the Lhiiyd. Kingdom, in re- 
ference to this fubjeft, it is expedient to leave to- each its own mode ot 
manufacture and method of collecting the Revenue, as far as relates to Home 
Confumption, liable to luch alteration as the Legislature may at any future 
time lee fit to adopt. . . . r 

c. Refolved , That it is the ©pinion of this Committee, i hat it is adviiabie, 
/or the advantage of the revenue and the intereft of the fair tiadei, that no 
fpirits Ihould be exported from .Great Britain to Ireland, or from Ireland 
..to Great Britain, which lhall not have been made l'olely for luch export, 
in diftilieries not working for Home Coniumption at the fame time, nor 
for a further time to be limited ; and that all l'uch fpirits fhall be ware- 
houfed without payment of Duty, having been previoully made^ up to the 
decree of ftren°th" at which .they may be legally imported into the country 
for which they are difUUed ; and lhall be exported from fuch warehoufes 
pnly. . . 

4. Refolved, , That it is the opinion of this Committee, I hat the pro- 
portion of malt ul'ed in the manufacture of fpirits, be in future .alfumed to 
be one-half of the raw corn, or one-third of the whole mixture, in each 
.part of the United Kingdom; and that the Drawbacks and Countervailing 
Duties to be received and paid on Importation and Exportation refpeCtively, 
from each to the other, be therefore calculated on the above proportions, 
which on the prelent rates of duty will, allowing for immaterial fractions, 
ftandas follows; — In England, the duty on malt being 34.1. 8/. per quaitei, 
.affuraing (as admitted), that fourteen quarters of corn are neceliary on an 
average for the production of a q 2 gallons, pr one tyn of fpirit, of which 
.one-third is to be taken as malt, ‘ the .duty on each gallon WilPbe nearly 8 d. 
which will therefore be the meafure of the Drawback and countervailing 
Duty for England, on account of malt : — The duty on malt in Scotland 
bein 0- 29 s. 8 d. per quarter, the duty thereby left on the fpirit, calculated 
on the fame principles, amounts to about 6 \d. which will therefore be the 
meafure of its Drawback on exportation to Ireland; and with relpeCl to 
the countervailing Duty from Ireland into Scotland, that it Ihould be the 
fame as on fpirits exported from England to Scotland, viz. 6s. 8 d. allowing 
■for the Englilh malt duty not being drawn back. — The duty on malt in 
Ireland being 10s. per barrel, the duty thereby left on the fpirit, calculated 
on the fame principles, amounts to 4 d. which will therefore be the mealuie 
of its Drawback and countervailing Duty, on the lame account, between 
E no-land and Ireland : Provided, that if the fpirits exported from Ireland to 
Scotland fhall have been made in Ireland, under limilar regulations as thole 
to which fpirits made in Scotland for Home Confumption are iubje£t, the 
countervailing Duty in Scotland lhall then be no more than is paid in 
Scotland on Ipirits fo made for Home Coniumption. 

- — *KS3 SJSSBsw— — 
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MINUTES of EVIDENT E 

Taken before The COMMITTEE, appointed to enquire into the 
Regulations which govern the Drawbacks and Countervailing Duties 
on the Importation and Exportation of Spirits, the Manufa&ure of 
Great Britain or Ireland, from one Country to the other refpedlively ; 
and alfo, what Alterations it may be expedient to make in relped of 
the fame, in order to place the Intercourfe between England & Ire- 
land, and Scotland & Ireland , , relpe&ively, in the article of Spirits 
upon thole terms of reciprocity, which are required under the Articles 
of Union between Great Britain and Ireland ; and to Report the 
fame, with their obfervations and opinion thereupon, from time to time, 
to f he Houfe : And who were empowered to Report the Minutes 
of the Evidence taken before Them. 



Mart is , 2 8° die Martii 1809. 

Lord Binning in the Chair, 

Ordered, 

Mr. Benwkll do attend this Committee upon Thurfday the 13th day 
of April next ; and bring with him an Anlwer to the following Queftion. 

B I N N I N G, Chairman. 



YOU are delired to (late to the Committee,— In what manner, and to what 
CX f ei jo (lf an V) ^5 Regulations of Revenue, which are enforced by law, in the ma- 
nufaclure of Spirits in England, and in the Export of the fame to Ireland (and to 
which the Manufacturers and Exporters of the latter country are not liable) operate 
indirectly as a charge upon fuch Spirits as may be made in England for Exportation 
to Ireland ; and what alterations you conceive would be neceffary in the provisions 
of law under which Spirits are manufa&ured in either country for Exportation to 
the other, fo far as relates to reft ri dive internal regulations operating indiredly as 
a charge upon the manufacture of fuch Spirits in either country, or to exifting 
Drawbacks and countervailing Duties, or orherwife ; in order to place the inter- 
eourfe in Spirits between England and Ireland upon thofe terms of reciprocity 
which are required by the Ad of Union; and alfo, whether the confining the 
intercourfe in Spirits between Great Britain and Ireland to fuch Spirits as lhall 
have been previoufly diftilled for Export, and lodged in Warehoufe/and Exported 
horn thence wuhout payment of any Duty on the Spirit, will not materially tend to 
the lame objed ? 

Jovis, 13 die Aprilis 1809: Lord Binning in the Chair. — Mr. Benwell attending, 
according to Order, delivered in his Anfwer; viz. 

STATEMENT, on the part of the ENGLISH DISTILLERS, of the 
Drawbacks and Countervailing Duties on Spirits between England and Ireland -— and alfo, 
of the Regulations under which the Duties on Spirits are charged in thofe Parts of The 
United Kingdom. 

THE Statement, which the Committee have defired me to deliver in to them, I lhall take the 
liberty of arranging under the diilerent Head., which the (object, and the terms of the order of the c 
Committee, appear to me to fuggeft. 

ill. What Regulations are enforced, in England, in the manufaaure of Spirits, and 
in the Export thereof to Ireland, to which the Manufadurers in, and Exporters from 
Ireland, are not liable ? ’ 

• TIie exiftin § Regulations in England occalipn a wafte, and confequently an extraordinary expence 
to the Englifh manufaflurer, in the quantity of grain ufed, and in the amoontor duty to whicha oart 
of that grain is fubjed. * 

The duty attaching on Spirits in England, being colleded by a charge upon the Wadi, a given 
quantity of which is prefuraed to produce a certain. proportion of Spirits, it is necefiarv for the 
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4 MINUTES OE EVIDENCE-. 

MauufaCturerlo make his Wafli of fuch ftrength or quality a* will enable him to produce therefrom 
the eftimated quantity of Spirits ; or he would Jubjoft hiarfelf to a higher rate of duty, the duty 
* being payable on the Wafli, whether the eftimated quantity of Spirits is produced or not. 

One hundred gaHoms of Wafh is prdfumed to produce usarly nineteen gallons of Spirits, at the 
ftrength of 1 to la over hydrometer proof; but if the fame quantity ol malt and barley was made 
auto a much greater quantity of Wafh, being thus more diluted, it would become fufceptible 
of a more thorough fermentation, and an increafed quantity of Spirits would be cxi rafted from it. 
The Spirit, however, in that cafe, would pay more than a proportionate increafe ot Duty. It is 
therefore neceflary for the Manufacturer either to fubmit to a wafte or lofs in the material, or to 
pay more than the eftimated Duty, and it is leaft to Iris di fad* - am age to fuftain an extra expence in 
■the materials. 

The expence of manufadure in England is alfo confiderably enhanced by a larger proportion of 
malted corn being ablblutely neceflary in preparing a Wafli that (hall be rufficientiy produClive ; and 
it is well known that malted corn is fubject to a very high duty. 

The expence of manufafture in England is further enhanced by the heavy Duty of Excife cn 
Deer here, which attaches, to a certain degree, on the yeaft ufed in fermentation. 

There is no Duty on Beer in Ireland, eonfequtJntly, (he ferment is proportionally cheaper there ; 
-and the regulation under which Spirits are charged -with Duty in England requiring, as before 
jjbferved, a ftrong Wafli, makes a greater proportion of yealt neceflary in the fermentation. The 
*oft of the manufacture is thus increafed, and a du«a charge, in coufequence, created upon Spirit* 
-exported to Ireland. 

2d. To what extent do internal regulations in either country operate as a charge, directly of 
indireftly, on Spirits exported to Ireland ? 

The regulations' in England occafiouing a wafte of materials, and requiring a larger proportion 
of malted corn, can only operate as a direct charge on the Export of Spirits to Ireland, in comparifon 
with theoperation of regulations uoder which Spirits are there manufactured. And the rcguiatior.s 
in Ireland operating as Bounties on fuch Spirits, mult be conlidered as occafioning indirect charges 
upon Englifii Spirits imported there. 

In Ireland one hundred gallons of Wafh, or<as it is there rroreufually called) Pot-Ale, is expected 
to produce only ten gallons of Spirits ; but as no degree of ftrength is Hated in reference to fuch 
produce, the Spirits may be 25 per cent, or 1 to 4 over hydrometer proof. The ten gallons is there- 
fore equal to near 11J gallons of Spirits, at the EnglHfa ftrength of 1 to 10 over hydrometer proof, 
from every one hundred gallons of Wafh or Pot- Ale. 

A Wafh from which no more than eleven gallons and a half of Spirits, at the ftrength of 1 to 10 
over hydrometer proof, from every one hundred gallons of fuch Wafh (or Pot-Ale) is experted to be 
produced, w ill be fo diluted as to prevent the wafte of the material, and will require a much faultier 
proportion of malted corn and yeaft. 

The exteut of indirect charges on the manufacture and export of Englhh Spirits to Ireland, arifing 
from the circum fiances above mentioned, it is not pollibte to Hate with abfolutc precifion. 

It has however always appeared to me, and I yet believe, that an advantage is derived by making 
Wafli thill and greatly diluted, inftead of its being made thick and glutinous, of at leaft fix pence 
pei gallon on the Spirit, according to the p refen t price of corn. The advantage mail of courfe be 
different, in proportion as the prices of corn vary. 

It is pojbble t»> afeertain mere precifely the extent of the indirect charge arifing from a lefs pro- 
portion of malted corn being requifite in the manufacture in Ireland ; but I (hall poftpone the efti- 
uiateof k till I confider the Drawbacks and countervailing Duties ; and fhall only here obferve, that 
bv the evidence of Mr. Croker, before the (Committee forthe Diftillation of Sugar, during the lalt 
fefiion of Parliament, it appears that notmuch malt is ufed in the Diftilleriesin Ireland; and fomeof 
the Irifti Diftillers have admitted, that not more than one fourth part of the corn they ufe has been 



malted. 

The regulation, for the firft time introduced laft year, of charging ten (hillings for every fix gal- 
lons of Spirits, and allowing an abatement of the whole, or a part in the grofs amount of Duty 
ultimately payable, in proportion to the malt ufed, at the rate of the ten fliillings per barrel for 
every fix gallons of Spirits, to be evidenced by the production of malt permits, opened in my opinion 
a new door for fraud, equal to the whole extent of the intended Duty, and confequentlv may be 
conlidered as a bounty on the one fide, and an indirect charge on the other, of no inconfiderable 
importance. 

Under the internal regulations for the manufacture of Spirits in Ireland the Diftiller is entitled 
to an allowance of^.8 per cent, upon the amount of Duty upon Spirits made from a dill of 1,000 
gallons content, and to an allowance of £ 16. percent, on the amount of Duty upon Spirits mada 
from a ftill of 1,500 gallons content. 

Thefe allowances operate as an indirect charge upon Spirits exported from England, no cor- 
refponding allowance being made in the countervailing Duty payable upon Englifh Spirits im- 
ported iuto Ireland. 

The extent of this indirect charge on Englifh Spirits exported to Ireland, I eftimate at 5J per 
gallon. 

By another regulation in Ireland a bounty is in efiefit given to the Irifli Diftiller, by allowing him 
to wareheufe Spirits for Exportation to England without paying the Spirit Duty, and which iscon- 
fiequently kept without the -cocumbra-ice of the duty having been charged thereon. Tills operates 
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as an indirect ch'arge updn Ehgliffi Spirits ex-pdrtedtfc Ireland/^ttwhffclvtke duty ischjtrged at the , Mr. Bini-etj. 
time of manufhftiire, and 'aftirtilly paid. ■ : 1., .^.: . : - -i — - — ^ 

As the export of Spirits from Ireland is not regtflafed-by anjf reTerbtfce Toltrength, -a vety con- 
nderable proportion of them nfttybe-taken Outfo'h^he paffage (fo ldng as they' aY«* not !reffu«ed below 
the ftandard on WhifcH the tffttyis payable inEfrgland), and either'&iflomM on boaYd, in difpofed of 
for the coAfumptibn Of other Ihtys-, or fecretly 're- landed in Ireland ; and by means of a quantity of • 

Spirits thus efcdplngail'Duty^ bouiity- isgiyeA^to-tfielrilh ‘Diftrll'et , si‘bnd l an ! iii{lireft elwrgednlpofed V 

on Englith Spirits eXportetHoTreland. -- " ■ "* , ‘r > * t* - V,i -- -v. i ’ ■ - ;!)•>??», ; 

Upon the lame principle it trmft b^ aitowedpthaflf thefyfloraxoNolieiftin^the internal -Dnty“ - 
upon Spirits in Ireland is inefficient, and the Diftiller by evadi ng the duty upon a part, get® a bounty s> 
upon the whole, equal to the extent ofbis fraud, it operates as an fndirefcl charge < 5 ii Eiigliffi-Spinls 
exported to-Ireland; and l am of opinion that’thefyftem is inefficient. . ‘ ' ■ 

The produce of 1 if gallons of Spirits, at the fttength of 1 to to over hydrometer proof from 
every 166 gallons of Waft! (or Pot-Ale) is fo greatly-below what may with' perfedt cafe be produced, 
that it affords no check to the colleflion of the proper rate of duty intended by the Le "Mature to ■ 
attach upon Spirits. 

This mode of 'charging the duty in Ireland being iiieflitient for afeertaining the quaMty bfSpirits 
upon which the dutyllhould beeharged; it is neddflary to‘ examine whether by any otherTeguiations 
that objeift is obtained.- 

The number of doublings fo often increafed fince the Union, and the reafon for’ each progreffive 
increafe being that thje former regulation was, inadequate; and it being ftjJl admitted that'the num- 
ber required is yet greatly below what may eafily, be worked, fulftciently ftiows thaUhismode of 
charge is ,alfo inadequate to fecure a fair cotledion of the Duh-. 

The extent to. which iudi red charges from the feverai Iburces before-mentioned operate upon 
the Export of %iritsfrom England to Ireland rnuft depend upon the difpofitioa of-ihe Maiiufadurer-, 
and upon the facility with whichhe can convey his Spirits (fo efcaping the duty) in to. n -channel for 
confumption. ' 

3rd. Q'he effed of the feverai regulations before noticed. In ©tenting- a. charge either diredly or 
indirectly on Spirits Exported from England to Ireland, is ofgrdat confequence to th6 Englifh DiftiN 
ier, as giving a Bounty 6 t encouragement upon the' Export of Spirits from Ireland to England ; and 
is of (till more importance to him when added to the bounty and 'encouragement which ! tliall 
ffiow are given to the Irifli Diftillers in the prefeht rate of Drawback; the fubjed next for con- 
fideration.- • 



The Schedule (N° 1. a.) to the Ad for uniting the Kingdoms of Great Britain and Ireland, fixes 
the Countervailing Duty “For every gallon Englilh Wine Meafure of Spirits, Aqua Vite, or ftron" 
" Waters, which ffiall be diftilled.or made in Ireland, andimported into Great Bn tain, at a ftren-rth 
not exceeding 1 tb 10 over hydrometef proof” at 5s. ijd. Excife. . 

Which fum of 5s. 1 \d. was calculated as foilowsi in England tlie Duty attached on Spirits by a 
charge fat that time) of eleven police per gallon on Walh.,p1-e'|l>afed for diftillatron'; and the Engfifti 
Diftiller being allowed Permits for 19 gallons of Spirits for every t oo gallons offucHWalli, the duty 
arifing therefrom was per gallon on the fpirit - - ... . _ <j%\ x d, 

A further duty alfo attaches on Spirits in confequence of the malt ufed in the Manu fac- 
ture, and which duty w-as calculated on the preemption thatxme half malted and 
one half munalted grain were ufed, being in the proportion eif fevea Quarters of 
Malt to a tun (or-252 gallons) of Spirits. 

The Malt Duty being at that time in England ten ftiillings andfixpencf; per Quarter, 

the Duty in refped of Malt, was per gallon - - - - - . .. gi 



Making together - - - 5 jih- 

The Duty immediately attaching on the Spirit by a charge upon the Wafli fhoiild have been fixed at 
4s. lofd. inftead of 4s. g$d. as the produce would have been more fairly calculated On i8| 
gallons from 100 gallons Walh (at which it was taken upon the arrangement between England 
and Scotland) than 19 gallons. 

Nineteen gallons is the utmeft limit the Diftiller -is allowed to fend out, and that quantity is not 
produced on an average of the year’s work. • 

The Countervailing Duty (hould therefore have been at the time of the Union 5s. 2 Id. 

The Duty upon Walh being rarfed to per gallon, or 50 per cent, advance; and 

the Duty on Malt from jo s . 6 d. to 34®. 8 d. per Quarter, the CountervailingD.ufy, 
and confequently the Drawback, lhould now be - - - - - . g gi 

Inftead of - - j . 8 2 A 



The Schedule B. to the Acts of Union, fixpsnhe Codntcrv a i 1 i n g D tfty “ For and upon every gallon 
“ of Spirits, being of the manufacture of Great Britain, and imported from thence s. ds 
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Which Turn wa s calculated as follows: in Ireland the Duty (inftead of being charged 
> on the Wadi, as in England) w 



per 



gallon was 



is charged on the Spirit, and at that time the charge 

A farther Duty alfo. attached on. the Spirit in confequence of the Malt ufed in the 

manufacture, and which was calculated on the prefumption that one barrel of Malt 
was ufed in producing 12 gallons of Spirits. 

The Malt Duty being.at that time 6s. 6 d. per barrel, the Duty in refpea of Malt was 
cftimated at per gallon - " " ' 

Making together - - 



* The Bounty is W. 
more, unlefs the regu- 
lations adopted are ade- 
quate to prevent Spirits 
made in fmall Stills, 
and not entitled to the 
jT. 16. per Cent, allow- 
ance, receiving • the 
Drawback. 



T ] Aft of Union provide, that on Spirits and oilier articles Exported from each country to 
the other refpeftively, a Drawback thall he given equal in amount to the Countervailing Duty, 
payable on fuch articles on the Importation thereof into the lame country from the other. 

Ihe Drawback on Spirits Exported from Ireland therefore, when the Union of the two Kingdom, 
took place, was per gallon - -- - 3 7 

There was, however, no fixed ttrength in Ireland on which the Spirit Doty was chargeable, 
while 1 to 10 over hydrometer proof was the ftrength on which Doty was paid in England, 
and on which a Drawback was allowed in Ireland. A Bounty was thus given to thelridi Mann- 
facturer of the difference in the Duty between Spirits of 25 per cent, over proof, and i to ro 
over proof; and it is admitted that Spirits were, and ara, drawn of that ftrength (and indeed 
coufidetably higher) in Ireland. The difference is equal to per gallon - - - — il 

There was alfo an allowance of £..l6 per eent. on the Duty on Spirit, .produced from Still, 
of certain content, and which operated as a Bounty to tire Irifla Manufadurer, asbefore men- 
tioned, of per gallon - _ 

There was another error in. the calculation of the Drawback in rcfpefl of fhe Malt Doty; it was 
prefumed that one barrel of malted, added to one barrel of unmalted, grain, would produce only 
. 12 gallons of Spirits. 

Tfce following Statement will prove that this prefumption was erroneous. 

-In England one Quarter of Malt, weighing 3 oolbs. with the addition of one Quarter of unmalted 
g Jn, will produce 36 gallon, of Spirits, at the ffrength of 1 to ,0 over hydrometer proof, 
being in the proportion, before flared, of 7 Quarter, .of Malt to a ton, or 252 gallons of Spirits. 

In Ireland, therefore, one barrel of Malt weighing ,681b,. whb the addition of one barrel of 
unmalted grain, will produce full 20 gallon, of the fame ffrength ; and the Duty on Malt being 
then fix fhillings and fixpence .per barrel, the Duty which attached on each gallon of Spirit, 
could be barely 4 d. 

Thefe errors 01-mifcalcuhtions gave aconfiderable Bounty per gallon upon Infh Spirits 
exported to England ; viz. 

Extra ftrength of Spirits 

£. 16. per cent, allowance 5 t 

Malt Duty 

Deficiency in Eng’.ifli Countervailing Duty — 1 

The Bounties in refpea of the extra ftrength of-Spirits, and the Malt Duty, have been increafed in 
confequence of the various fubfequent additional Duties on Spirits and on Malt, the calculation* 
in fucceffion having been made on the fame erroneous principles. 

The Spirit Duty in Ireland is now 4s. per gallon, and the Malt Duty jos. the barrel, being an 
advance of is. per gallon on the Spirit, and 3 s. 6d. per barrel on the Malt. 

.The Bounty upon.Irith Spirits exported to England is therefore now as follows : ^ 

Extra ftrength of Spirits equal to * 

£.16 per cent, allowance - - to* - 

Malt Duty ----- to ~ 4 

Deficiency in Englilli Countervailing Duty ------- 1 ■ 



This calculation (hows a confiderable error in the Drawback, even upon the prefumption of 
half-malted corn being ufed in Ireland, but, as already obferved, under the head ot IndireS 

Charge, a much lefs proportion of Malt is ufed. 

The fmall quantity of Spirits required to be produced in Ireland from . the 100 gallons of Walh or 
Pot-Ale, renders, as I have befoce dated, a.very little Malt neceffary. 

Suppofe only ith Malt ufed, as admitted by the Irifla Biftillcrs, and confirmed by Mr. Croker ‘ e 
Drawback allowed in refpea of the Malt fliould be only 3d. inftead ot lod. But I will ei. 
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produce more gallons of Spirits at the ftrength of 1 to 10 over hydrometer proof from the ioo gal- 
lons of Wafh, than the Law now requires in Ireland, with the ufe only of -rath malted corn, and 
confequently, as the Drawback ought to have been, in my opinion, calculated upon the lead 
poffible quantity of malted corn which can be ufed, the allowance, in this refpeCt, tbould not have 
exceeded id. 

Laft year, however, an additionaTDrawback in refpedt of Malt was given in Ireland of 10 d. per 
gallon, and Which operated as a bounty to that amount upon the Export of Spirits from Ireland to 
England, the regulations for collecting the new duty, in refpedt of which that Drawback was 
given, being, in my judgment, wholly inadequate. 

4th. The alterations I conceive neceffary in the provifions of law under which Spirits are manu- 
factured in either country for Exportation to the other, fo far as relates to reltridtive internal 
regulations, operating either diredtly or indireaiy as a charge upon the manu failure offuch Spirits 
in either country, or to exifting Drawbacks and countervailing Duties, will fufficiently appear from 
what I have already dated, and require that the produce of Spirits, from a given quantity of Walk, 
fhould be extended, fo as to fubjedtthe Irith Diftiller to the fame expence of manufacture the Englifh 
-Diftiller is fubjedt to. 

That the allowance of 8. and £. 16. per cent, in Ireland fhould be difcontinued, or that the 
countervailing Duty in Ireland, on the Importation of Englifh Spirits, fhouldbe diminillied ; but 
which would operate as a charge againd fuch Spirits in Ireland as are made in Stills of lefs than 
1,000 gallons content, and not entitled to any fuch allowance : 

That the prefent warehoufing plan fhould bedifeontinuedi 

That a ftandard drength of Spirits fhould be fixed for Ireland, as in England : 

That more efficient regulations fhould be adopted to fecure the due colledtion of internal Duty in 
Ireland : 

That a-redudtion of the Drawback in refpedt of malt, to its due proportion, fhould take place. 

Such alterations are, at all events, in my opinion, neceffary; butldo not think they would alone be 
effectual to place the intercourfe in Spirits between England and Ireland upon thofe terms of reci- 
procity which are required by the Adt of Union. 

And therefore it remains for me to confider the 5th and lad head of inquiry which the order of 
the Committee embraces : 

5th. Whether confining the intercourfe in Spirits between Great Britain and Ireland to fuch 
Spirits as fhall have been previoufly diddled for Export, and lodged in warehoufe, and 
exported from thence without payment of any Duty ou the Spirits, will materially tend to 
the feme objeCt of reciprocity, or what other plan I can recommend ? 

The plan which I fhould conceive leafl objectionable, is for each country to make Spirits for 
Export to the other, in edablifhments entered and exclufively ufed for that purpofe. 

The Spirits to be made and exported free of Duty, within a given number of days after they are 
made, being, in the mean time, warehoufed under the charge of the Excife Officers. 

And to fix the ftrength of Spirits made for Exportation at the fame ftandard, and to adopt the 
fame hydrometer throughout the United Kingdom. 

This fyftem, fupported by the neceffary legiflalive regulations, fimilar to thofe which now regulate 
the intercourfe between England and Scotland, appear to me heft calculated to produce, in effeCt, 
the reciprocity required by the ACt of Union. But unlefs not only fuch regulations, but thofe for 
preventing fraud in the Collection of the Duty on Spirits made in each country, and kept for its 
home confumption are duly enforced, reciprocity under any fyftem cannot prevail. 

I fhall take the liberty of adding, that if all fraud upon the Revenue, in this branch of manufac- 
ture, can be prevented, and a reciprocity in regulation eftabliflied, I am decidedly of opinion that it 
would not be to the intereft of the Diftiller in either part of the United Kingdom to Export 
Spirits to the other. 

I have hitherto confined my obfervations to Spirits manufactured from corn, conf. dering the 
prefent reftri&ion, obliging the Diftiller to ufe Sugar, as temporary. 

Many of the alterations I have noticed, as neceffary in the internal regulations of Ireland, 
■with refpeCt to the Corn Diflillery, it is evident are equally neceffary when Spirits are made from 

I Su g ar - 

The countervailing Duties, as fixed laft year by Parliament, are in my opinion right. But if the 
law prohibiting the ufe of grain can from any caufe be evaded, or fhall not be effectually enforced 
throughout every part of the United Kingdom, a Bounty equal to 2s. 5 d. per gallon (being the 
Sugar Duty) attaches upon the Spirit to the extent of the corn ufed. 

And fhould the prefent fufpenfion of the intercourfe in Spirits between Great Britain and Ireland 
ceafe, it is obvious that fo great a bounty mult be ruinous to the fair trader of that part of the United 
Kingdom to which fuch Spirits fhall be Imported, and effectually prevent his Export to that partin 
which they fhall be manufactured. 

April 13th, 1809. JOSEPH BENWELL. 
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Martis, 28® die Marti j 1809. 

Lotd Binning in the Chair. 

Oraered, 

THAT Mr. Thomas Smith do attend this Committee upon Thurfday the 
13 th day of April next ; and bring with him an Anfwer to the following Queltion. 

BINNING, Chairman. 



YOU are defired to ftate to the Committee, — In what manner, and to what 
■extent, (if any) the Regulations of Revenue, which are enforced by Law, in the 
manufacture of Spirits in Scotland, and in the Export of the fame to Ireland (and to 
which the Manufa&urers and Exporters of the latter country are not liable) operate 
indiredtly as a charge upon fuch Spirits as inay be made in Scotland for Exportation 
■to Ireland ; and what alterations you conceive would be neceffary in the pr-ovilions 
-of law under whichSpirits are manufactured in either country for Exportation to the 
other, fo far as relates to reftri&ive internal -regulations operating indireCtly as a charge 
upon the manufacture of fuch Spirits in either country, or to exifting Drawbacks 
and countervailing Duties, or otherwife ; in order to place the intercourfe in Spirits 
between England and Ireland upon thofe terms of reciprocity which are required 
■by the ACt of Union ; and alfo, whether the confining the intercourfe in Spirits 
between Great Britain and Ireland to fuch Spirits as (hall have been previoufly 
-diftilled for Export, and lodged in Warehoufe, and Exported from thence without 
payment of any Duty on the Spirit, will not materially tend to the fame objeCt ? 



Jovis, 1 3 0 die Aprilis : Lord Binning in the Chair. — Mr. Thomas Smith attending 
according to Order delivered in his Anfwer. 

Mr. Smith. TO a Queftion offuch magnitude I fubinit my Anfwer with great diffidence. 

i The rate of the Diftillery Duty in England, Scotland, and Ireland, is different ; and the mode of 

'Collecting it in each of the countries is alio different. 

The policy of impofmg a Rate of Duty on feme parts of the Empire lower than others, is recom- 
mended doubtlefs by a regard, as well to the ability of the people to bear the tax, as a defire to 
diminith the inducement to illicit trade. 

The Diftillers of each country are naturally partial to the fyftem according to which they have 
been accuftomed to diredt their efforts, and to which they, have at. great expence conftruded their 
works and adapted their apparatus. If imperfections in fyftem any where exift, they admit of a 
remedy. 

Were the Duty over the whole Empire to be charged at fo much per gallon on the Spirit in its 
, manufadlured ftate, and the tax not to be evaded, leaving it to the trader to conduct his procefs at 
his own diferetion, there would in point of Revenue be a perfedt equality amongft the Diftillers. 
But as according to fuch a mode the whole Spirits might ; probably efcape the payment of Duty, 
.expedients have been devifed for fecuring the Revenue i n fome early ftage of the manufacture before 
the Spirit can poffibly appear. 

Equality of fyftem would certainly be extremely defiVable ; but, laying afide the prejudices and 
habits of the traders, it would, from the .manner of Executing the laws in Scotland, be unfafe to the 
Revenue to extend to that country the fame mode of charging the Diftillery Duty which is fol- 
lowed in England, and more uufafe ftill to extend that mode to Ireland. Perhaps the time may 
come when one rule may with 1 ‘afety be applied to all parts of the Empire ; but I conceive it to 
be ftill at feme diftance. 

The regulations of the countries are necefiarily different on another account. In England, all 
the Spirits produced by the Diftiller or maker pafs from him under certain provifions, and at a 
fixed ftrength, to the Redtifier, by whom they are rectified and compounded intoGin, Brandy, Pepper- 
mint, &c. with which he fupplies the fpirit dealer. In Scotland there is not one redtifier, and in 
Ireland, I believe, only fix or feven. The Spirits there are confuined in the lhape of Whifkev, which 
renders compounding and rectification unnecefiary. 

All perfons fubjedt to the operation of the Diftillery Laws have a diredt intereft in their juft and 
equal adminiftration. For, although the adminiftratior. of thefe laws in England, Scotland, and 
Ireland, may in each country preferve fomething like equality amongft the entered Diftillers, with 
refpedt to their manufadlure for internal confumption, yet if the fyftem purfued in any part of the 
Empire be lefs perfedt, or the law be executed more negligently or corruptly than in another part, 
it follows that in the intercourfe between the countries the Diftillers.in that other part are injured. 

I11 humbly making this obfervation, my objedt is to have it kept in mind throughout what 
follows, that although each of the three countries may have a rate of Duty and a mode of Colledtion 
^peculiar to itfelf, yet iu the matter of iutercourfe with one another they are all entitled not only to 

an 
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an equality -in the principle of impofing the tax, but to fuch an application and enforcement of 
that principle in the collection, as under all cii-cnniftanees (hall render it juft and equal. 

Nevertheless I am not fo far gone in Legislation as to expert or defire that all ancient boundaries 
and limits, become venerable by time and dear from habit, ihould indifcr'mnnately be pulled down. 
Let the principle of reciprocity upon which the art for uniting Great Britain and Ireland i* 
founded be firmly maintained, and the enactments upon the fubjed of diftillery intercom*, which 
are in fome refpeds greatly at variance with that principle, be amended, if it can be done with 
fiifety. How far it is juft or expedient, I am not competent to determine ; but as a Scotch diftiller 
and as a Scotchman, if the queftion were put to me, how far the Act of Union, as folemnly fettled 
between the kingdoms, might be fubjefted to revifton and change, upon the ground of certain al- 
leged advantages which my houfe or others in the fame line derive from it, or may hereafter derive, 
I Ihould with due humility, but all firmnefs, claim on behalf of myfelf, and as many as might find 
themfelves interefted in the queftion, the. permanence and inviolability of fo folemn a treaty, and of 
all the rights which are enjoyed under it. 

But leaving this to the wifdotn and juftice of Parliament, I proceed to ftatc, that in order te 
place the intercourfe in Spirits between Great Britain and Ireland on terms of exaft reciprocity, 
it is necelTarv to advert to the fyftem of each country feparately ; to examine what is faulty, and 
endeavour to fuggeft the remedy ; to (how what rate of Duty each country pays, in order to deter- 
mine what drawback it is entitled to on the Exportation of its Spirits ; and finally to afeertain the 
difadvantage attending the mode of manufacturing peculiar to each country, in order to fix the 
amount of the countervailing tax that ought to attach on the Spirits imported into that country from 
•the other. 

The difference between .one country and another in circumftances that are natural or local, fuch 
«■> climate, expence of labour, fuel, and materials, or in the (kill, induftry, and capital of the traders, 
it would be unjuft to attempt to equalize or take any account of. But where Government for the 
convenience of fecuring a large Revenue, as in the cafe of the Scotch Diftillery, and with the view 
alfo of protecting the Revenue of England, fubjeds the traders of one country to a mode of working, 
and a fet of regulations different from what are impofed on the traders of another, it- is reafonable 
that in regulating the intercourfe between the countries, the difference of expence fo occafioned 
fiiould be countervailed. It is in (hort a legiftative difference, aud the Legiftature ought to pro- 
vide the remedy. 

The diftillation of Sugar being a tneafure of temporary duration, I ftiall fpeak only of diftillation 
from Corn : but it will not be hereafter difficult to apply the fame obfervations to the cafe of Sugar, 
if it (hall become necefiary. 

1 . In England, the duty on Spirits made forborne confumption is colteded by a tax 
of 1 6±d. per gallon of the Wadi, of which one hundred gallons are computed to 
yield nineteen gallons of Spirits; one to ten over proof; equal, on the gallon of s. d. 
Spirit, to ~ 7 3 

Th: Malt Duty on one gallon of Spirit, the corn being half malted and half unmalted. 



Total Duty on one gallon of Spirit 



— u| 

~T^T 



Which is confeuuently the drawback on Spirits exported to Ireland, and alfo the countervailing 
Dnlv on Irilh Spirita imported. The Hills are large; the procefs flow; the Waih-lhlls are ne.er 
worked above twice, and for the molt part but once every twenty-four hours. T hey are how- 
ever required by law to be worked not lefs than five times per week, for one half the year, and four 
times the other." On the fide of England, both Importation and Exportalion are regulated by the 
fame degree of ftrength which governs the internal trade. 

The manufacture of Spirits in England, for Exportation to foreign parts, is performed in houfes 
entered for that purpofe, and altogether feparate from that which is carried on for home con- 
fumption. No duty is paid, and therefore, on Exportation, nothing is drawn back. The mode of 
conducting this trade is well deferibed in a document produced by William Jackfon, Efq. in his 
evidence before the Weft-India Committee laft feffion, from which I beg leave to make the follow- 
ing extrad : “ Spirits diftilled in England, for Exportation, are chiefly made under the Ad 2 Geo. 3 
•' c. 5, and are not charged with duty. No Diftiller is allowed to work for Exportation in any 
« diftillery employed at the time in making Spirits for home confumption, nor even while there are 
••• any materials which may be employed in making Spirits for home confumption remaining on 
« the premies. When the (till is not at work, the furnace is always fecu rely locked ; and the 
« vifits are fo frequent, that even if the furnace could be opened the (till being very large could 
« not poffibly be worked without d'ifcovcry. During the whole time a ftill is at work on Spirits for 
« Exportation, the ftill is attended by one or more officers, who take care that every drop of the 
« Spirits diftilled is, as (bon as the ftill is off, made up to what is called Export-ftrength, which is 
« regulated by the before-mentioned Ad, and then removed to and received into a warehoufe 
“ adjoining the diftillery, under the locks of the fuperioroflicers, from whence the Spirits can only 
« be taken out for rectification, which redifxcation is attended, and the Spirits made up and 
« fecured in like manner as when firft diftilled. Spirits made for Exportation cannot by law be 

n ** delivered 
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“ delivered for home confumption ; and an accurate account being always taken of the ftrength and 
1 “ quantity of all Spirits fecured in the export warehoufe, it could not avail the diftiller to open the 
“ Warehoufes, or otherwife privately take out the Spirits; becaufe, for eveiy gallon miffing, 
" allowing for that only which is regularly exported, the diftiller would be charged double the 
“ value of the duty.” 

As far as my knowledge and conviction extend, the mode of fecuring the Diftillery Revenue i» 
England is perfed. The diftillers, only eight or nine in number, pay every fraction of Duty 
which the law impofes 1 know the contrary of this has been fometimes alleged by diftillers in 
other parts; but for fuch allegations there is no juft ground, and they confequcntly defy all 
•proof 



II. In Scotland, (Lowland diftrid) the Duty is collected by a threefold mode. There is firftan 
Annual Licenfe Duty of £. 162 per gallon on the contents of the l'till and head, payable by monthly 
proportions in advance, whether the ftill be worked or not, for which however the diftiller is per- 
mitted, within the year, to make 2,025 gallons of Spirits, one to ten over proof. When this 
quantity is made, the licenfe expires. The licenfe may be vacated at the end of any oue month, 
from the tenth of November, on fifteen days notice ; in which cafe, a proportion of the annual 
•quantity of 2,025 gallons is fet forward againft the diftiller, and duty is paid according to the time 
the licenfe is in force. If the li'cenfe be once relinquiflied, the trade cannot be renewed until the 
•teeth of November enfuing. The Hills are finall ; the minimum, including the head, being forty 
gallons. The largeft in ufe contains about one hundred gallons. The fiiape not being defined 
by law, they are conft'rufted flat and fliallow, fo as to perform the mod work in a given time. One 
of thefe (tills ufually works oft’ above 5000 charges in twenty-eight days. But a rate of duty 
cotnmenfurale with their power has been impofed on each gallon of the contents, which is tin- 
fame on all Hills from forty gallons upwards. The quantity of Spirit chargeable againft the 
diftiller’s licenfe is fet forward on the preemption that every one hundred gallons of Wall) (which 
fs duly furveyed) yields i6f gallons of Spirit, one to ten over proof. To give this produce, the 
Wafli mud neceflarily be ftrong. That which, under the rapid mode of diftillation followed in 
Scotland, yields 163 per cent, in fmall ftills, might eafily, according to the flow mode followed in 
England, be made to yield 19 per cent, in large ftills. Strong Wafli requires a long time for fermen- 
tation, not lefs than from two to three weeks, and fometimes more. There is no limitation in point 
of time. Weak Wafh, fuch as that ufed in Ireland, may be fermented in three or four days ; and 
in fact the Irifti diftillers are limited in their fermentation to fix days: if not worked within that 
fpace of time the law prefumes the Wafh to have been changed. The length of the procefs in 
Britain affords ample opportunity to the officer to take an account of the Wafh, and to fecure the 
duty. If it be diftilled prematurely, or without being fully fermented, its yielding would be 
infinitely fliort of ils value. It is for the intereft of the diftiller, therefore, to ad fairly, and, by 
taking due time, to make the mod of his materials. The value of the materials, efpecially when 
the pjice of corn is high, approaches to an amount little fhortof the Duty itfelf. To evade the 
whole Duty would, under any fyftem, be impoffible. But if it were poffible to evade even a part, 
the diftiller, by the premature diftillation of a part of his ftrong Wafh, and by mixing in the part 
that remains a quantity of frefh worts and yeaft, equal to what had been abftraded, would in- 
evitably lofe more than any faving of Duty could repay. If the Wafli, upon fuch an addition, 
fliould not be fully fermented, the mixture would be highly injurious both to the old material and 
the new ; and if the fermentation happened to be concluded, then it would be more injurious 
ftill. It is to be obferved, that the fermentation of the wafli is performed in backs of various 
fixes, but all of very large dimenfions, containing for themoft part from fifteen to thirty thoufand 
gallons each. It is a great while, therefore, before a forty-gallon Still can make any confiderable 
■impreffion on fuch a quantity. As the ftill works againft time it confequently never Hands ftill. 
Officers who cannot fee the Wafh thus gradually decreafing, and mark its progrefs, muft be 
abfolutely blind or fupine; but frequent furveys, by various officers, are made, both in th<i day 
and night, and the quantity of wafh, decreafed from the quantity as afeertaiued throughout the 
fomentation for the two or three weeks preceding, is regularly charged againft the diftiller. 

The Duty, as charged in Scotland, on a gallon of Spirits, of 1 to 10 over proof, may be computed 
as follows : 

The Licence Duty of £162 amounts on the gallon, to - - - - - 1 

There is alfo a Duty of 5<f, on the gallon of Wafh, which, in the proportion before 
mentioned, of ift§ percent amounts on the Spirit, to - - . . 2 6 3 

And on the Spirit itfelf (computed alfo at the rate of 16^ per cent, from the Wafh, 
unlefs when the a&u 1 produce fhall exceed that proportion, in which cafe it is 
charged by the produce^ there is a further Duty of - - - . - — 



"This is exclufive of the Malt Duty, which (the corn being half malted and half 



unmaked) is equal on the Spirit, to - 

Total Duty on one gallon of Spirit - - - £. — 5 iiJ»„ 



Each of thefe three modes of charging Duty forms a check on the other two. If it be fecured at 
-any one of thefe points it is confequently fafe in all. The Drawback on Exportation from Scotland 
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COMMITTEE upon Drawbacks ak'd Duties on SPIRITS. n 

to Ireland is the fame as the Drawback in England, namely, 8s. 2 \d. which alfo is the counter- 
vailing Duty on Irifh Spirits imported into Scotland. On the fide of Scotland, both Importation 
and Exportation are regulated by the fame degree of ftrengtb which regulates the internal 
trade. 

According as thisfyftem ispra&ifed in Scotland the trade of the entered Diftiller is in all refpefts 
fair. There have appeared, it muft be confeffed, feme inftances of irregularity in one or two of the 
I Diilillers of that country, whofe conduct I (hould be forry to defend ; neither are they of importance 

Enough to ailed the chara&er of the general body, twenty-fever, houfes in number, or to itamp, as 
imperfefit, that mode of fecuringthe Diiiillery Revenue. Itiliould be added alfo, that the tranf- 
greffions I allude to, were vifited with adequate puniihment. 

III. The trade in Spirits manufactured in Scotland for Exportation to England, and in England. 
I for Exportation to Scotland, is regulated by particular laws. It has fcarccly ever happened that 

England has fent any Spirits to Scotland, but Scotland every year fends confiderable quantities to 
England. I remember the time, fcarcely twenty-five years ago, when Scotland, for a period of 
I years preceding, fent to England, with Excife. permits and regular Cuilom-houfe clearances, three 
times the quantity ofSpirits which appeared to have been charged with duty in all Scotland. The 
Taft was eftablifhed before a Committee of the Houfe of Commons, and fo reported. At the period 
in queftion the fame regulations applied to both ends of the kingdom. After long experience and 
numerous attempts to improve a fyftem fo impeifed, it. was found that one law was inapplicable to 
both countries, and productive of incalculable mifehiefs to the Revenue. In attempting to form 
diftinft regulations for the two ends of the kingdom, various expedients have from time to lime 
been tried, but none has ever fucceeded fo well as that which has for fome years paft been in ufe, 
of which I (hall give alhort outline. 

A Diftiller in either country, intending to work for Exportation to the other, is required, on the id 
Oftober annually, to make entry of a houfe or diiiillery to be ufed for manufacturing for fuch Ex- 
portation only, and in -which no other trade can be carried on during that year. If the id O&ober 
be allowed to pafs without making entry, the opportunity of going to work is loft, until the lft 
October following. If the entry be once made, the trade muft be continued for three months 
certain ; at the end of which, or of any month following, it may be difeontinued for the remainder 
«f that year, upbn a notice to the Excife of fifteen days ; and, once relinquilhed, it cannot, during the 
fame year, be refumed. The lowed fize of Wafh-ftiil permitted in this trade is 3,000 gallons. The 
operations are confequentlv of fuch magnitude as to attraft due vigilance on the part of the Revenue 
Officers. The parties engaged in it muft necefi'arily pofTtfs confiderable capital ; and fuppofing that 
I fraud were even poffible (which it is not) what they could fo gain would but iil compenfate for the 

I lofs of character which they would inevitably fuffer on the very firft detection. The (till is required 

and prefumed upon the average to be at work at the cate of fix times in every week, while the entry 
is kept up. Each charge of ftill muft be in the proportion of four fifths of the contents, including 
-the head. The Wadi isfurveyed with the fame regularity and ftrictnefs as if it werfe chargeable 
with Duty. For every too gallons of Wafhmade, the diftiller is required, on an average for the 
whole feafon, to produce and to export, under the eye of theofficer, 18 gallons of Spirits 1 tp io over 
proof. If the number of gallons exported fall ihort of this proportion, a penalty is incurred. The 
aCtual produce however is 19 per cent, but 1 8 is cofripulfory, and if not (liovvn to the officer, fraud is 
; inferred. Some diflillers may be more oC lefs expert in their fermentation than others, and there- 

fofe this latitude is allowed of 1 gallon upon 18, or about 5J per cent, on the whole Spirit. The 

"Wadi being neceflarily as ftrong as it can well be worked, the flighted inattention to the procefs 
will occafion a great deficiency in the Spirit. Premature diftillation, or irregularity of any fort, 
will have the certain effeCt of caufing fuch a lofs of material as to induce the diftiller, from 
motives of felf-intereft, even if the contrary were in his power, to act a fair part toward* 
Government. 

The Spirits thus made are taken account of by the officer. No duty is charged at the place of 
their manufacture. They are immediately made up to the Export-ftrength of 1 to 10 over proofs 
and put into a fufficient warehoufe within the diftillery premifes provided by the trader, to the 
I fatisfaCtion of the Commiffioners of Excife, on which are affixed three feveral locks. The key of 

one is kept by a fuperior officer, of another by the proper officer of the diftriCt, and the third is kept' 

I by the diftiller. Accefs to this warehoufe cannot be had, either to put in or take out Spirits, but in 

the prefence of all. When the Spirits are to be removed from one country to the other, they are 
allowed to go by water-carriage only. Penal bonds, expreffing the name of the (hip, number of 
| cafks, gallons, &c. are firft executed, to enfure their due Exportation, which takes place under 

the infpeftion of the Officers, both of Excife and Cultoms. The Board of the Country is required 
C immediately to give notice to the Board in the other of the Exportation that has taken place, and 

I to forward an exaCt duplicate of the permit which accompanies the Spirit, expreffing the mark, 

number, and contents of each cafk. No cafks of lefs contents than 100 gallons, or fliips of left 
burthen than 70 .tons, are allowed to be employed. The Board in that country to which the 
Spiritsare deftined tranfmit the duplicate permits, as foon as received, to the port officers, who are 
ready to meet the Spirits on arrival. Twenty days are allowed to enter, land, and gauge the cargo. 
Regular balances are ftruck of the Wafh brewed, and the Spirits thus exported. Provifion is made 
for cancelling the bonds granted at Exportation, as welkin the cafe of accidents bylhipwreck or 
capture, as of regular arrival.- 

199. On 
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On-Scotch Spirits thus -manafaftured and brought into England there is paid on Importation a 
) duty- of 7*. which, with the malt duty, of g^d. paid in Scotland, and not drawn back on Ex- 
portation, making 8s. 3 T 3 0 d. is uuderftood to be equivalent to Uie whole duty paid on Englilh Spirits 
for home confumption. The Englilh duty, however, amounts to no more than 8s. 2 {d. and con- 
fequentlv'the countervailing duty on Scotch Spirits is-A of a penny per gallon higher than it ought 
to be. But this isa point to be fettled between Scotland and England, and, except for -the fake 
ef illuftration, is probably irrelevant to the prefent inquiry. 

US Spirits going to Scotland ore in like manner loaded with thelocal malt, duty ; but be.ng 
ondor tho Export Regulations, without payment of Walk or Spirit duty, are, on Importation into 
Scotland fubjeft to a duty equal, or which ought to he equal, to what la .payable on Scot h Spirit, 
mnnufadured for home confumption, the itrength. being alike in both couutnea. Th,a duty, a, 
before explained, amounts to 5,. . T > a d. on the gallon. Which i. What Government receives lup- 
pof.ng the diftiller from every too gallons of Wath were to draw i6j .gallon, of Spirit. But if, 
underhis rapid modeof working, the Scotch diftiller i.ableon an average to produce no more than 
,5 from tho hundred, he confcquently pay, . much duty for , 5 a, he would for .6J, ,1 tre could 
uniformly draw it. At this rate, the duty aflually received by Government would be 5a. or 

6 ■ i per gallon above the nominal duty. But I do not wilh it to be nndertlood, that by raptd 
ditbllation no more than ,5 per Cent, can in any cafe be obtained, beoanfe, in point of fail, fame 
iioufes do produce the l6|', but many others fall confiderabty dmrt of it ; and in taking an average 
of tire sftu.i duty on the gallon „f Spirit, this inability of the dilliilersto come up to the produce 
which the law has prefunied, and according to wltioh it has intpofed the But, ought m fatrnefs to be 

taken into the account. . , _ T , 

A. the fame Wall, which, by rapid dif.iliation, in fmail dills yields but ,6} per cent, would, by 
-fiow did, nation, in large dills, yield ,9 per cent, the cod .0 the diftiller ef «{ gallons, nude.- the 
one fydern, is confe.quentlv a. much a. .9 under the other. The dtfference in the two mode, of 
working isthe Me ready, fir the difference in the percentage. Cunfeqoeotiy gallons on every 
l6 £ or % per cent, applies te the value of the material, which chiefly depends on the price of corn. 
In ordinary feafons, however,! cannot eftimate the difadvantage to the diftiller at Ms than gd. per 
.gallon. 

Rapid didiliation is yet attended with a clafs of difadvanlages, to which the (low mode is not 
liable in tile great expellee and wade of fuel, in extraordinary labour, and wear and tear of utenlils, 
-by the hard 'firing which is condantly kept up in the furnaces, and which, to far as my know- 
ledge and experience go, amount to 7 i on the gallon of fpirits. Some drd.llers eft, mate .1 
thigher. 

Englilh Spirits, on their Importation into Scotland, therefore, ought to pay a duty s. 

c'orrefponding, lirft,to the nominal duty charged on Scotch Spirits, of - - - 5 

Then, to the difference between the nominal and the aftual duty, being as above 

explained " " " “ 19 

Kext, to the lofs of material, caufed by rapid diftillation, more than it would by a 
flow procefs - 

ILaftly, to the extra expence of fuel, labour, and wear and tear attending quick 
working - 

In all - - - - £-° 6 u-nr 



The "allon of Englilh Spirits, however, going to Scotland, is chargeable wrth no more than 
, a tiling clearly - erroneous. But as, in point of faft, England has not, for many years pail, 
tent any Spirits to Scotland, this rate of duty has never become a matter of difpute between the 
countries. 

In ,700 when the Scotch duty ... the Englilh was +v. S i. At that time Englilh Spirits 
were Chargeable, on going to ScotJand.wi.lt . duty of V . being ... more than the Scotch duty, « 
.account of'ditferenc, in This difference in the rate was efmbhthed after a very l.bonon. 

inveftigatmn of the fubje^i, by a Committee of the Honfe of Commons, which fat for two whole 
fe&ms* The price of barley was then Mo and mall 400 per quarter. Earley ,s now 46.- and 
malt 80s per quarter. The price of labour and of all other things is in proportion. In the ad- 
ditional duties which, Bone that period, have been impof.d, .be original proportion of on every 
three has moil unaccountably been loll light of. if ... was a fair allowance for the d, (Terence m he 
mode of working under the rates of duty and prices of corn .aiding 10 1799, it ought, under the 
rate, and prices of the prefent time, to be nr. id. This, when added ,0 the nominal Scotch duty of 
„ lid. amounts in all to 7 s. njd. iuftu.d of 6 ,. I. T V- a. by my former datemen. ; thus, by two 
modes of computation, arriving a, nearly a, poffible a, the fame refo!. which afford, a convincing 
proof that it reds on foiid grounds. But this too is a point winch refpefls Scotland and England 
only, and unlefs to alf.d in explaining what follows, it has little conneamn with the prefent 
queftion. 

IV In Ireland the duly impofed by law i, at prefent 4,. Britilh on the gallon of Spirits, without 
any regard to Itrength 1 which, together with 1 s. 8d. per gallon of m«lt duty, is the drawback for 
■> 3 0 Expectation,. 
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COMMITTEE upon Drawbacks and Doties on SPIRITS. 

Exportation. And 5s. 8 d. is confequently the duty on Britifli Spirits imported. Spirits may be Mr. Smith. 

made and warehoufed for exportation without payment ofDuty, in which cafe the Malt Duty only J 

is drawn back. On their Importation into Great Britain they are fubjedt to the Englifli Duty of 
8 j. i±d. per gallon of the ftrength of 1 to 10 over proof. I doubt, if I am able to explain in all its 
bearings, the mode by which the Irith Duty is fecured, but I fhall briefly fpecify its leading features. 

An account is ordered to be taken, as in Scotland and England, of the Wa(h browed, every 100 
gallons of which are prefumed to yield 10 gallons of Spirits; at which rate a computation is formed 
of the quantity of Spirit, and the Duty is charged accordingly. It will he recellefted that in England 
the per-centage is 19, and in Scotland i6-£. The Wafli in Ireland being weak is capable of being 
fermented with great rapidity, fometimes in 48 hours, but more frequently in three or four days. 

The law has fixed fix days as the limit within which the Walhfliall be brewed, fermented, and dif- 
tilled. If not accompliftied in that time it is prefumed to hare been ufed, and frefli materials fub- 
llituted, and confequently double duty is incurred. But with materials fo weak there is no difficulty 
in complying with the law in this particular. As the facility in fermentation gives the Diftiller 
opportunities of fraudulently abdrading the Wafli, a computation is alfo formed of the quantity of 
Spirits in proportion to the power of the Still. But as flat and fhallow Stills, fuch as are ufed in 
Scot'and, are calculated to do more work than thofe of confiderable depth, the law has at the fame 
time fixed a fliape for the Irilh’Still, by which the altitude or depth, afeertained in a certain manner, 
fhall bear a given proportion to the diameter at its wideft part ; and each Still, according to a fcale 
effizes, is prefumed to perform in the month of twenty-eight days a certain number of operations. 

In confequence of this fhape of the Still flow diftillation is to a certain degree enfured, much to th* 
advantage of the Diftiller. 



A Still of aoo gallons contents, and not exceeding 300, is chargeable per month with 







120 Charges, or for 


200 


Gallons 


8,400 gallons of Spirit. 


300 and not exceeding 


400 - 


- 108 - 


300 


-• - 


1 1,34° 


400 - 


500 - 


. 96 - 


400 


- * 


13,632 


500 ... 


75 o - 


- 84 - - - 


500 


* - 


14,700 


750 


1,000 - 


- 76 * 


750 


- - 


19,919 


T,ooo - - - 


1,250 - 


- 69 


1,900 




24,150 


1,250 - 


1.500 - 


- 64 . 


1,250 




28,000 


1,500 


1,750 - 


- 62 


1,500 




32,550 


1,750 


2,000 - 


- 58 - - * 


1,750 




35,525 


2,000 - 


2.250 - 


- 56 


2,000 




39,200 


2,250 - 


2.500 - 


' 5+ - 


2,250 




42,525 


2,500 - 


2,750 - 


- 52 


2,500 


- - 


45,400 


2,750 


3,000 - 


- 50 


2,750 


- - 


48,125 


3,000 and upwards - 


- - 


- 48 - - - 


3,000 




50,400 



How far this fcale is duly proportioned I do not pretend to determine, but I have no doubt that 
the number of charges or quantity of work thus put upon each clafs is greatly below what isa&ually 
^performed. Inftances of furcharges are notwithftanding very rare. In the 5th Report of the Com- 
mifiioners on Fees, Gratuities, &c. fpeaking on this fubjeft, it is fiated, page 148, “that in all 
" the (gaugers) books examined by us, there appeared noinftance of any but the moft trivial excefs 
“ beyond the munthly charges, though the number of workings impofed on the Diftiller has been 
“ increafed more than threefold within the laft two years ; a circumftance affording in itfelf a proof 
“ of fyftematic fraud and collufion.” Stills of 1,000 gallons have befides an abatement of 8 per 

cent, on the amount of the Duty, and Stills of 1,500 gallons an abatement of 16 per cent, the 
policy of which I have never been able fully to comprehend, but which operates to the difad vantage 
of Britifli Spirits imported into Ireland ; for in the Jrifh Countervailing Duty no allowance is made 
-on that account. Irifli Spirits are, in point of faCt, produced by the Diftiller at the high ftrength of 
n6 per cent, over proof on Dicas’s hydrometer, equal to 28 or 29 per cent, on that of Clarke, the 
inftrumenl legalized in Britain, in which the Irifli enjoys a great advantage over the Britifli Diftiller. 
There being in Ireland no limitation of ftrength, and the Duty attaching not to the Material but to 
the Spirit, the Diftiller is naturally induced to bring oil' his Spirits at a high ftrength. The Irilh 
people too, from long habit, conftmie the Spirits at much higher ftrengths thau the people of Great 
Britain, arifing, I have no doubt, from the concentrated ftate in which it has been the intereft of the 
Irilh Diftiller to bring his Spirits to market. The ftrongelt Spirits that can be carried into con- 
fumption in England aie 20 per cent, under proof, while in Ireland, they are 28 or 29 per cent. 
over proof. 

When Spirits are to be Exported to Britain it isunneceflary that they Ihould be ftronger than 10 
over, becaufe (hat is the ftrength at which the Britifli Duty attaches on Importation, and, if higher 
in ftrength, duty would be charged in proportion. The Exporter, therefore, may fell in the home 
market, without permit, 18 gallons out of every 100, fupplying their place with water, and receive 
on the relidue as much Drawback as he could have done had it been 18 per cent, ftronger. 

There is an advantage of great importance on the fide of Ireland in the quality of the W afli, which 
being weak is not only much foouer bat more efte&ually fermented than when it is ftrong. The 
fame quantity and quality of corn will according to the former mode yield 10 per cent, more 
Spirits than it could by the latter. This is a point well underftood. But befides a greater produce 
from the corn, the expence attending the manufacture of weak Wafli is lefs than that of ftrong. 
Stroqg Walh, for inftauce, requires a larger proportion of corn to be iafufed in the mafti-tun than is 
19 g. D required 
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required by (he other, and to make fure of the fuccefs of the proctfs, it isalfo neceflary that a larger 
proportion of that corn (hall be malted than when the weak procefs is followed. After having 
obtained from the maftv-tun worts of this ftrong quality, it is befides very often neceflary to mix and 
diffolve in them a confiderable quantity of malt-flour worked through a fine cloth, which the.dif- 
- tillers call Lob. Worts thus enriched are not only flower in fermentation but of more difficult 
management in the procefs. Of the corn employed to make ftrong Wafh, from J to j or | mull 
of neceffity be malt, according to the quality of the corn in particular years. In my view of the 
fuhjecl, I rate it at \ at the average. But in order to make Weak wafli as in Ireland, if £ part of the 
corn be malted it is fufficient. It is needlefs to advert to the quality of Irifh corn, becaufe if it be 
inferior to Britilb it is alfo much cheaper, and the manufafturer can have more of it for the fame 
money. It is befides all fold by weight. Tbe Irifh barrel of malt is 168 pounds, of barley 224 
pounds. The duty on the malt is at fo much per barrel, and is coufequently regulated by weight. 

I have before fhowii that in England, fuppofing the corn to be half malted and half unmalted, the 
malt duty amounts on the gallon of Sp'rits manufaflured in that country to it \d. taking the work 
of Ireland in the fame proportion, the malt duty of tod. per barrel would amount to 6d. on the 
Spirit, but if only £ of the corn be malted, then it would amount to l \d. whereas the Drawback 
allowed on Exportation, upon the principle of half and half, is 10 d. per gallon. While tins rule 
of half and half continued, it was underftood that the Irifh diftillers, like the Britifli, might ufe in 
their procefs as much or as little malt as they pleafed ; but more recently they have been required 
by law to make ufe of no grain that is not malted, the proof of which is to be eftablifhed by the 
Excife permits accompanying the malt from the malfter to the diftiller. If this could be fairly carried 
into efFeft, there is no doubt that in fo far as the Irifh diftiller may have hitherto ufed unmalted corn, 
it would make him in future ufe malt only. The law taking it for granted that fuch will be the 
certain confequence of this meafure, has aSually gone the length of providing that lrilh Spirits, 
which on their Exportation under the former regulation fliould be entitled to 10 d. per gallon of 
Drawback (but for which 1 \d. would have been adequate) (hall now be entitled to is. fid. ; thus 
creating a bounty in favour of the Irifh Exporter of no lefs than u. 6,{d. on every gallon of Spirits 
fent from Ireland. I call it a bounty, becaufe it can be ffiown, even by the teftimony of Irifh diftillers, 
that the regulation in fo far as it goes to impofe a duty, or to protect the Revenue, is entirely nugatory, 
while it is efficient only in feenring the regular payment of the Drawback. 

It is well known, that one quarter of corn malted, added to one quarter unmalted, will produce 
confiderably more Spirit than two quarters, either of the one or the other, can do feparately. 
This proves it to be for the intereft -of the diftiller to ufe a mixture. The diftiller either manu- 
factures his own malt at the next door perhaps, or he buys it from the entered maltfter. Let it be 
fuppofed, however, that the trades of diftiller and maltfter are diftinft and unconnefted. The 
proper cuflomers of the maltfter are the diftillers, legal and illegal, and the brewers of malt liquor. 
Malt liquor, in Ireland, is fubjeft to no tax ; and the brewers are confequently under no furvey or 
check of any kind : neither, of courfe, are the unentered diftillers. The ccnfumption of malt by 
means of thefe two deferiptions of perfons isimmenfe. A maltfter, for example, felling them one 
half of what he makes, fells it unaccompanied with permit; becaufe, to brewers or unentered 
diftillers, permits are of no importance or fignification : the other half he fells to the entered dif- 
tiller, giving him permits for all he has manufaftured, at leaft for all he has paid duty upon ; with 
thefe the diftiller is enabled to fatisfy the Excife, and to cover, to any extent he pleafes, the ufe of 
unmalted corn. Nor would the cafe be different, although the maltfter were to have no other 
cuftomer than the legal diftiller, and were to fend him, with regular permits, every barrel of malt 
he made; for the entered diftiller could, in that cafe, fell to the illicit diftiller and the brewer all 
'bis furplus malt, ufing raw corn inftead of it. But, in faft, the maitfters will undertake to fupply 
the diftillers with barley as well as malt, furnifliing malt permits with both. To accompany the 
removal of malt, by an Excife permit might be ufeful in pointing out, for example, whether it be 
going fouth or north, eaft or weft, when deftined to diftant parts ; but in removing it in towns or 
villages, from door to door, and to make it the rule for charging a duty on the diftiller, is to the 
laft degree abfurd. 

It was attempted, about ten years ago, in confequence of the zeal of certain Scotch Revenue 
Officers, to fubje&the unmalted cornufed in the Scotch diftilleries to the payment of malt duty ; 
a law for that purpofe was accordingly palled, which continued a confiderable time ; but on account 
of its obvious futility was at length repealed. Among the regulations which were devifed for 
carrying it into effett, that of permitting the malt -was not of the number, nor ever thought of. 
In Scotland at this moment, malt removing from the Lowlands to the Highlands, or from any part 
within the Highlands to another part of that diftritt, is required to be accompanied with an Excife 
permit ; the intention of which is in fome degree to give the officers a feentof the true deftination 
of the malt, fo as to be able to trace out illicit ftills; but this regulation (which I had fome hand in 
procuring) is applicable only to the Highlands, where the malt has to becarried to a great d.ftance. 
and very often on horfeback. As a general meafure applicable to the trade of a maltfter, in one 
fireet perhaps, and a diftiller in the next, furnifliing a rule for charging duties, it could have 
obtained 110 countenance in this country. 

Yeaft is an article of great expence in every diftillery, and is abfolutely neceflary in the fermen- 
tation of Prong Wall ; but in the cafe of weak Walh, a final! quantity, though untof the bell quahty. 
anfwers erery purpofe. On thin item alone, the advantage in favour of the Jr.lh fyltem u not 
tinder ljd.per gallon on the Spirit. Soppofing 
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Snppoliug it then to b. true that the Irifl. difti]l.r pays tho foil doty on every gallon of Spirit, 
he makes, which is affomiog a great deal , a favour oflrelaml, he enjoys ... the Infl. market, over the 
Engliih diftiller, oil Spirits of Engliih manufa&ure, the following advantages : ^ ^ 

Firft. 1 6 percent, of abatement on the internal Irifli duty of 4*. equal to - “ * “ 7-rtn* 

a . The mode of working in.pofed on the Engliih diftiller, with refpecl to ftrong Waft,, 

by which he is deprived of to per cent, of the value of the mater.als, equal to " ~ ° 

3. The expence of yeaft for ftrong Walh more than for weak - " l * 

4. The expence to the diftiller by the ufe of the larger proportion of malt in ftrong 

Wadi than in weak Waih, is equal to - - ' > ** 

The total advantage to Ireland over England in the Irifh market - - £. o 1 8 reg ^ 

In this view I have laid out of confideration the advantage to Ireland from the great ftrength of 
her fpirits, becaufe, in confequence of legal opinions, I believe it is now admitted, that although 
England cannot remove Spirits for home confumption of a higher ftrength than one to ten over, 
yet that in exporting them to Ireland they may be removed of any ftrength above that ftandard, 
anil a drawback be obtained in proportion; while on Importation into Ireland they will pay no 

more duty than if they had been weaker. 

1 (hall next enumerate the advantages pofiefled by Ireland on Spirits exported to and fold in the 

market of England. . 

In this cafe no advantage is derived from the 16 per cent, becaufe the Irifli diftiller not having 
paid it, does not draw it back. I conceive thjs matter, howper, to be not fo well regulated as it 
might be. 

The difadvantage to Engliih Spirits by the (hort produce from the corn, in working 
from ftrong Wafti, as before is 

Yeaft, for ftrong Wafti more than weak, as before - -- -- -- ** 

Expence to England, by the ufe of more malt in the ftrongprocefs - - - - ~ * 

Drawback obtained by Ireland, in lieu of malt duty, more than is in faS paid - - 1 6 * 

Evaded, by exporting Spirits at one to ten, inftead of twenty-eight or twenty-nine over, 

receiving the fame drawback for the weak as for the ftrong * ” * ° 

The total advantage to Ireland in the Engliih market is • - - £• 0 3 7 

I now come to try Mend in her intcrcourfe in Spirits lent to that country from Scotland k 

s. d. 

The 16 per cent, of abatement in Ireland is equal to • - - “ “ ^ “ 7 to« 

Difadvantage to the Scotch diftiller by fliort produce from the material by ftrong vVafti — 0 ^ 

By yeaft for ftrong Wadi more than weak - -- -- -- - 

By the ufe of more malt by the Scotch diftiller - -- -- -- 5 

By rapid diftillation - -- -- - -- -- -- 9 

By extra expence of fuel, labour, and wear and tear - - * ” “ “ 7 

By not obtaining the produce from the wadi for which duty is charged, fay 15 inftead ^ 

of ~~ 6y * 

£■ 0 i 6-iVjr 

From this is to be deducted what is drawn by Scotland on Exportation to s. d. 

Ireland more than Government has received, being the difference between 8 2^ 

And 



Advantage to Ireland, over Scotland, in the Irifli market - - £• 0 1 

I next try Ireland in her Exportation to Scotland; taking the difadvantage to the Scotch d 
t. In the fliort produce from his materials by ufing ftrong Walh, as before - £. o — 

а. Yeaft for the ftrong walh 

3. Additional proportion of malt for ftrong Walh 

4. Rapid diftillation 

5. Extraordinary expence of fuel, labour, and wear and tear 

б. Not obtaining the produce from the Walh for which duty is charged - - — 

7. Drawback obtained in Ireland in lieu of malt duty more than is in fad paid - - » 

8 . Evaded by exporting Spirits at 1 to 10, inftead of 28 or 29 over, receiving the fame 

Drawback for the weak as for the ftrong - - - - * - ” " 

£0 5 

Dedudl what is drawn by Scotland on Exportation to Ireland more than s. d. 

Government has received, being the difference between - - " 8 2 i 

And * 5 11 re 



Advantage to Ireland, over Scotland, in the Scotch market • • £• 0 3 
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Ainidft fuch a complication of fyftems and modes of working, it remains to be confidered how 
the contending interefts of the Diftillers are to be reconciled. Ireland, upon the whole, has greatly 
the advantage over England as well as Scotland. Still, however, Scotland prefers to abide by the 
Aft of Union, not knowing, if once that were opened up, how far it may be intended to go, or what 
tii'e might be made of the precedent. But her Diftillers, at the fame time, can have no objeftion to 
an intercourfe in Spirits with Ireland on fuch terms of reciprocal regulation as dial 1 give one fet of 
Traders no advantage over another. After the mod mature conlideration of the fubjeft, I am 
humbly of opinion that there is one, and but one, way of accomplilhing this objeft, which is by re- 
quiring one country when working for Exportation to another, to enter and appropriate a houfe foi* 
that particular purpofe, in which no operation for home confumption lhallfor the time be permitted 
to take place, and to conduft it in all refpefts agreeably to the laws and regulations of that other 
country to which the Spirits are intended to be fent. Thus England might have houfes for home 
confumption for Scotland and for Ireland : Scotland might have houfes for home confumption for 
England and for Ireland : and Ireland might have houfes for England and for Scotland, as well as 
for home confumption. The entries (hould be made annually, as England and Scotland do at 
prefent, which would enable the Diftillers of each country, who know very nearly the extent of 
their home market, to calculate with tolerable accuracy the quantities of Spirits that are every year 
to be imported, and thence to regulate the extent of their internal workings; by which would bo 
checked that thirll for fpeculation and adventure by manufacturing Spirits for uncertain markets, 
which hitherto has been fo delufire to the Export Diftillers. It would alfo be neceflary, the more 
completely tofeparate this trade from that for home confumption, to have the Spirits warehoufed at 
the place of manufacture, and that the duty paid there fhould be drawn back either on fo warehouf- 
ing, or on exportation, fo as to fubjeft the Diftiller to the fame difference between the nominal and 
aftual Duty to which the Diftillers are fubjeft in that country for which his work is entered. I 
recommend to warehoufe the Spirits in the place of their manufacture, as in Britain, not having 
much confidence in the fyftem of Ireland as hitherto praftifed, with regard at lead to ufing the 
King’s warehoufes for the diftillery. Thefe warchoufes may happen to be ata confiderable diftance 
from the diftillery, and temptations to fraud may occur on the Road. They are befide3 for general 
purpofes, containing Rum, Brandy, Hollands, &c. and the Irifh-made Spirits may happen to come out 
not exaftly fuch as they went in. We have feen in the London market Spirits, under the character 
of Irifh, very much refembling foreign. Wehave even known feizures on that ground followed up 
by condemnation. In the 5th Report on Fees, Gratuities, &c. it is dated, p. 151, that “ by law the 
“ liberty of warehoufing Spirits is permitted in certain parts of 1 reland. Spirits fo warehoufed may 
“ be either exported duty free, or taken out for home confumption, on payment of the duties and 
" intereft thereon, at the rate of £.10 per cent, per annum, from fixty days after the time of ftoreing ; 
v but Spirits which have paid duty may be exported without being warehoufed, and receive a 
■** Drawback of 54. 3 d. Britifti per gallon ; and Spirits exported from the King’s warehoufes a 
“ drawback of 10 d. Britith per gallon in lieu of the Duty on that proportion of Malt which ia 
“ fuppofed to have been ufed in their pianufafture. We have before mentioned that the Store- 

keeper’s receipt-wasthe voucher on which the Officer dedufted from the Diftiller’s weekly charge 
" the quantity of Spirits warehoufed in any week. We are now to add that it is the Storekeeper’s 
“ Permit alone which releafes them from ftore when taken out for home confumption ; that no ac- 
•' count of thefe fpirits appears to be kept by the Book-keeper of the Stores ; and that the ftock in 
- " ftore has not been taken by any Check-officer for the laft four years. Having detailed in our 

Report on theCuftoms the frauds which had prevailed with refpeft to Spirits ftored under Bills of 
“ View, and the heavy Ioffes which the Revenue fuftained thereby, we cannot but view the prefent 
" manner of warehoufing Irifh Spirits, and taking them out for home confumption, as liable, under 
" an iucorreft Officer, to finiilar abufes.” 

According to the method which I have mentioned, as being alone practicable, each country 
would preferve for its local confumption the benefit of its own mode of working, which, in that 
cafe, I ftiould not be difpofed to interrupt. Ireland, if partial to the 8 and 16 per cent, of allow- 
ance on ftills of 1,000 and 1,500 gallons, need not abolifh it. If partial to the high ftrength of her 
Spirits, or to be exempt from any limit in this refpeft, as at prefent, let it bie fo. If fhe prefers to 
work from weak Wafii, with a finall proportion of malt and yeaft, fo as, at the leaft ex pence, to 
produce the moftfpirit from her materials, by all means let her be gratified. In fliort, (lie might 
have, for home confumption, a fyftem of her own forming, provided that in her Exportations to 
England and Scotland fhe conformed ftriftly to what the Englilh and Scotch are bound to do. Yet 
I think the Irifh local Revenue would be much better collefted than it is, by laying a finall duty on 
the Wafh, of perhaps 1 \d. per gallon ; fixing the per-centage at 15 ; fettling a maximum of ftrength 
which ought to be at the higheft probable rate, 30 per cent, over, for example, fo as to fuperfede 
any neceffity of trying the ftrength -by the Officer, fixing a minimum of Still at probably 500 gallons; 
charging a duty on the Spirit, as fent out, of one penny per gallon ; and, in addition to thefe checks, 
a licence duty on the contents or capacity of the Still, payable by advance, in monthly proportions, 
allowing the diftiller to work to the utmoft extent of his power. The Wadi and Spirit-duty being 
fmall, and the per-ceritage high, there would be neither inducement nor opportunity to commit 
fraud. As all the Spirits would thus be accounted for, the aftual power of the Still, Snd total rate 
of duty would, at the end of the year, be exaftly afeertained. If the duty happened, for the firft 
feafon, to be too low, it- might be augmented the next; but, if moderately low (for it is too high at 
prefent), it would, under fuch a fyftem, do more to root out private diftillation, and the corruption 

of 
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of the Revenue Officers, than any other mode that can be devifcd. Illicit trade would be fupprefled, 
the Revenue improved, the diftillers flourifliing. Indeed, whatever tends to the advantage of the 
fair diftiller is alfo beneficial to the country. And of the Irilh diftillers whom I have the honour 
to know, it is but juftice to fay, that there is nothing they fo much defire as to be relieved from 
the grafp of corruption. That Iuch practices exift, is owing more to the- defeats of the fyftem than 
to the will of the trader*. Yet, that they exift to a monftrous degree will appear from the fol- 
lowing paffage, amongft many others, in the Fifth Report of the Commiffioners on Fees, Gratuities, 
&c. : “ That, by the frauds of the liceufed diftillers alone, the Revenue has, on the average, fuf- 
*' tained a lofs of £.856,000 and upwards, for each of the two laft, and perhaps feveral preceding 
"«« years. This monftrous fraud, we are forry to remark, could not have been effected but by 
•• the eollufion and connivance of the officers, whofe corrupt intercourfe w ith the diftillers appear* 
*• to have been general, and would almoft, without other evidence, be manifefted by the enormous 
« amount of their fees.” And in the Sixth Report it isfiated, on the fubjeftof malt, page 5, “ That 
« it would not be eafv for the licenfed manufacturer to evade the duty u rile Is he were feconded by 
« the connivarice and corruption of the officers employed to check and controul him.” And fur- 
ther, in page 18, “ In our Report on the Diftilleries we have ftated our convidtion that the fees 
“ received by the officers in 1110ft cafes exceeded thofe acknowledged to us in their examinations, 
«< and in that coavi&ioa we have been fince fully confirmed, by the admiffion of a gauger, who 
•' made an uhfolicited and voluntary confeftion of his having received, during 14 mouths that he* 
•• was in charge of a diftillery, in thediftrift of Dublin, upwards of £.1,100, though, in a previous 
•• examination, he had depofed to the receipt of no gratuity, fee, reward, perauifite, or emolument 
“ of any kind or nature whatsoever, other than a fum of about 72 guineas, and a few gallons of 
,‘ r Spirits, annually. This officer having alleged, as a palliation for his conduit, that he had been 
« inftigated bv one of his fuperior officers to defeat our inquiries by evafion or fuppreffion of 
«« the truth, we deemed it our duty to examine into the tranfadion, and we regret extremely 
•• that our examination ha» afforded ftrong grounds for believing that the charge is but too well 
44 founded.” 

T am prepared, however, from fome quarters, to expert objections, on the part of Ireland, to any 
Itieafure calculated'to enfure the due Collection of the Revenue ; for (he would thus lofe part of the 
advantage lhe enjoys over Great Britain. And in particular, it has been urged againft the plan 
requiring all the three countries working for Exportation, to enter and appropriate a hoafe for 
that purpofe, that fuch a fyftem would not at all fuit Ireland, becaufe the mult, in that cafe, have 
three descriptions of diftilleries, one for the home trade, another for the Scotch trade, and a third 
for the Englilh. It is true flie muft, and fo mud England and Scotland have diftilleries in a fimilar 
manner. Thefe two countries defire nothing of Ireland to which they do not themfelvcs conform. 
Neither can I, in the Ad of Union, recognize any thing which confers on Ireland a right to have 
a capital provided for her at the expence and to the prejudice of Great Britain, unlefs indeed in 
fo far as equal laws and the juft admin iftration of them would undoubtedly, where her own capital 
.is inadequate, induce diftillers from the other parts of the empire to devote to herfervice their time 
and their means in this manufacture. 

I have alfo heard itftrongly infilled upon, that Parliament, in the furtherance of Britifii interefts, 
have no right to impofe on Ireland any particular procefs or mode of working; but that if the 
mode of working followed in Britain be prejudicial to her own interefts, it may be changed. In 
this argument there is nothing folid ; for if the Britilh mode were altered, and ftill more if the Irilh 
mode were adopted in its place, fo as to equalize the interefts of the traders, not only would the 
Revenue be loft, but the diftillers alfo would be ruined ; a facrifiee which Ireland, in order to protect 
• fyftem fo favourable to her Exportations, and fo adverfe to Importations from Britain, can have no 
right on principles of reciprocity to demand, 

I have hitherto abftained from all obfervation on the exemption of Spirits made in the Highlands 
of Scotland from a part of the Duty ; and alfo the exemption from a part of the malt Duty, on tho 
bere or big of that diftriCt; becaufe both the Spirits and the malt manufactured under ihofe ex- 
emptions are intended only fur the ufe and confumption of the Highlands. Hence in a queftioa 
embracing the intercourfe between Great Britain and Ireland, theconfideration of thefe trades, and 
the particular rates of duty referring to them, cannot properly be difeufied. But thcl'e exemptions; 
originally well intended, have long been fubjeit to fuch grofs abufes, and productive of fuch ex- 
tenfive mifehiefs fo the Revenue, and to the Lowland Diftiller, that in my humble opinion they 
cannot be too foon entirely abolifhed. Indeed it appears to me, that the Highland proprietors 
themfelves, if they faw their own intereft, would court this abolition. It is a meafure too in whicB 
Ireland is confiderably interefted, inafmuch as whatever tends to deprefs ordifeourage the intereft of 
the Scotch. Diftiller tends generally to difeourage the Importation into Scotland of Irilh Spirits, cr to 
force into Ireland the Spirits of Scotland. It would befides be difficult to difeover a fingle argu- 
ment in favour of their jufiice; for as well might the inhabitants of Weftmorland or Wales, or the 
lefs fertile parts of Ireland, demand exemptions from a part of the duty now exigible in thofe 
parts. 

Illicit Stills prevail to fome extent in England ; to a much greater extent in Scotland ; and to an 
extent in Ireland altogether prodigious. It belongs not to this inquiry to fuggeli fpeciiic remedies 
for fo great an. evil ; but I am very confident, that by fome wholefome regulations for the internal 
trade of Ireland, a well-regulated intercourfe between that country and Great Britain, and a due 
155. E vigilance 
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UTr. Smith. vigilance on the part of Government in the fuppreffion of illicit Diftillation, the Lift ill cry Revenue, 

* amounting in the whole Empire to nearly four millions, might eafily be increafed to the furn of fix 

millions fterlingper annum. 

I beg leave to refer to the evidence which I had laft feffion the honour to deliver to the Weft* 
India Committee; a great part of which will be found applicable to this investigation. 



THOMAS SMITH. 



Alartis, 28® die Martij 1809. 

Lord Binning in the Chair. 

Ordered , 

THAT Mr. Malcolm Brown do attend this Committee, upon Thurfday 
the 13th day of April next; and bring with him an Anfwer to the following 
Queftion. 

BINNING, Chairman. 



YOU are defired to ftate to the Committee, — In what manner, and to what 
extent (if any) the Regulations of Revenue, which are enforced by Law, in the 
manufacture of Spirits in Ireland, and in the Export of the tame to England and 
Scotland refpe&ively (and to which the Manufacturers and Exporters of the latter 
countries are not liable) operate indirectly as a charge upon fuch Spirits as may be 
made in Ireland for Exportation to England and Scotland refpectively and what 
alterations you conceive would be necelfary in the provifions of law under which 
SpTrits are manufactured in either of thofe countries for Exportation to the other, 
fo far as relates to reflridive internal regulations operating indirectly as a charge 
upon the manufacture of fuch Spirits, or to exifting Drawbacks and countervailing 
Duties, or otherwife ; in order to place the intercourie inSpirits between England and 
Ireland, and Scotland and Ireland refpedtively, upon thofe terms of reciprocity which 
are required by the Act of Union ; and a'fo, whether the confining the intercourfe in 
Spirits, between Great Britain and Ireland, to fuch Spirits as (hall have been pre- 
vioufly dillilled for Export, and lodged in Warehoufe, and Exported from thence 
without payment of any Duty on the Spirit, will not materially tend to the fame 
objed ? 



jovis , 1 3 0 die Aprilis : Lord Binning in the Chair. — Mr. Malcolm Brown attending, 
according to Order, delivered in his Anfwer. 



THE Duty on Spirits made in Ireland is charged on the Diftiller, in four different ways, in 
different parts of the procefs. 

The higheft of thefe charges, at the end of the week and month, is brought againft the Dif- 
,tiller. 

It frequently happens that he is really charged with more Duty than he ought to pay on the 
quantity of Spirits diftilled. 

The Duty on a gallon of Spirits in Ireland is 4 s. and is. 8 d. per gallon in name of Malt Duty, 
making in all 5s. Sd. per gallon, without any reference to ftrength; but the Diftiller generally 
makes his Spirits ten to fourteen per cent, over hydrometer proof, by the Irifli hydrometer. 

The Diftiller is liable to a certain number of doublings or charges on his frill, according to the 
content of his ftill, per month of twenty-eight days. 

The fecond charge is on the Waft, or Pot-Ale, at the rate, of one gallon of Spirits -for every ten 
gallons of Pot- Ale, provided the Spirits do not exceed the above proportion ; but the Duty attaches 
on the Spirits, when they exceed the above proportion, which they do frequently. 

The third charge is in the Singlings, or low Wines, allowing one gallon of low Wines for every 
four gallons of Wadi, and two gallons of Spirits for every five gallons of low Wines. 

This part of the law is fevere and oppreflive on the fair trader, and puts him completely in the 
power of the Excife Officer, without any equivalent advantage to the Revenue. It is iftipoffible for 
the fair trader to make the different parts of the procefs to correfpond fo exactly, as not occafion* 
aljy to incur furcharges at every vifit of the officer, which takes place at leaft three or four times in 
the courfe of a day, and frequently obliges the Diftiller actually to fmuggle in fome part of the 
procefs, although at the fame time he may be paying the full amount for the quantity of Spirits 

he 
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«e has actually made. This check on the Singlings, in juftice to the fair trader, (lion Id belaid ^ 
.afide : nofuch regulation is in England or Scotland, nor could the Engl if h or Scotch Diftiller work 

The fourth charge arifes from the Spirits, if they exceed the proportion of one gallon of 
Spirits for every ten gallons of Wafh, or two gallons of Spirits for every five gallons of low Wines, 
or if at the end of twenty-eight days they exceed the quantity of Spirits required of the monthly 
charge on the ftill. 

In this part of the procefs, the Diftiller is liable to pay more Duty than the Spirits produced 
•would warrant, owing to his being charged for a certain quantity of Spirits every time the llill is 
■charged, without taking into calculation the aftual quantity of low Wines put into the ftill ; for the 
Diftillers cannot work their ftills with the quantity p refer i bed by the law to be put into them as a 
ftill charge : this regulation of the ftill charge, in juftice to the Diftiller, fhould be laid afide. 

In Ireland, the officer balances his account of Waft., low Wines, and Spirits, at every vifit, and 
brings the highe&of thofe againft the Diftiller; this (lwuld only be done at the end of a week or 
month, fo as to give the Diftiller a fair chance of good or bad work, which is very different one day 
from another. I believe theEnglifli Diftiller has his account only balanced at the end of eight 
months, or when he flops work for the year. 

The Irifh diftiller is fuppofed to work entirely from malt ; or if he does not work from malt, he is 
charged with the Malt Duty of to s. on every fix gallons of Spirits produced,— the quantity 
which it was calculated a barrel of malt would yield. This charge amounts to is. 8 d. per gallon 
on the Spirits, and is brought to charge againft the Diftiller at the end of the month of twenty- 
eight days. 

In that account, he gets credit for ten fhillings on every barrel of malt he has confumed, and for 
which he has produced permit, and proved by oath or otherwise, to the fatisfa&ion of the officer, 
that the full Duty has actually been paid on the malt fo confumed. 

This part of the law has never been worked under by the Irifh Diftiller, it being only enabled 
at the time of palling the Prohibition Law againft the ufe of Corn. The Diftillers confider it a 
■very objectionable mode of laying on a tax ; they would prefer having it impofed in any other 
fliape, either as a Licence on the ftill, or a Spirit Duty. 

The Irifh Diftiller is allowed, at the end of the month, a difeount of eight and fixteen per cent. 4j| 
the amount of his monthly Spirit charge of four (hillings per gallon on Spirits made, for the con- 
sumption of Ireland, in ftills of one thoufand and fifteen hundred gallons content. 

This allowance does not extend to Spirits made for Exportation to England, or thofe lodged in 
the bonded Warehoufe for Exportation. 

The Irifh Diftiller being only allowed fix days for fermenting his Waffi, including the day of 
brewing and the day of diftilling, which in fact reduces him to only four days fermentation ; this 
is very much againft his obtaining the full extract from the Corn, owing to the ioiperfedl and un- 
certain fermentation of his Wafli ; this will amount to nearly one gallon of Spirits in every barrel 
of Corn, and will add about 6d. per gallon on the coft of his Spirits, a circumftauce which ought to 
be taken into calculation in fixing the countervailing Duties. 

The rapidity of working the ftills, which is nearly as great as in Scotland, alfo adds much to the 
■expence. And the Scotch Diftillers having got an allowance in lieu of this, of twelve pence half- 
penny per gallon on every gallon of Spirits fent from England to Scotlaud ; the Irifh Diftiller will 
think himfelf entitled to afimilar allowance. 

In Ireland a licence mull be taken out for making Malt for fale, or for the ufe of a Brewer or 
Diftiller as the cafe may be. No licence can be granted unlefs the Malt-houfe be of the following 
■dimenfions : 

Only one ciftern is allowed in a Malt-houfe, which mull be capable of containing at the leaft 
I four bufhels and an half of Barley for every too fquare feet of working floor : 

The kiln head mult not exceed 324 fquare feet for every 2,600 fquare feet of working floors in 
the Malt-houfe. 

No iron or wire kilns are licenfed, unlefs for making brown Malt for a Porter Brewer. 

No Malt can be removed from the place of manufacture or from one place to another, until it 
lias paid the Duty, and a permit obtained from the officer. 

There is a regular flock account kept on every Maltfter, Brewer, Diftiller, or Dealer; and very 
heavy penalties in cafe of increafe or decreafe in the Malt flock without a regular permit for the 

fame ' MALCOLM BROWN. 



199 . 



Martis , 



Printed image digitised by the University of Southampton Library Digitisation Unit 



20 



MINUTES OF EVIDENCE: 



Mortis, 28° die Marti j 1809. 

, , Lord Binning in the Chair. 

' Ordered , 

THAT Mr. William Aitchison do attend this Committee upon Friday the 
14th day of April next; and bring with him an Anfwer to the following Queftion. 

* BINNING, Chairman. 



YOU are defired to date to the Committee,- — In what manner, and to what 
extent (it- any) the Regulations ot Revenue, which are enforced by law, in the manu- 
facture of Spirit?, in Scotland, and in the Export ofthe fame to Ireland (and to which 
the Manufacturers and Exporters of the latter country are not liable) operate in- 
directly as a charge upon fuch Spirits as may be made in Scotland tor Exportation 
to Ireland; and what alteration- you conceive would be necefiary in the provifions 
of-laiv under which Spirits are manufactured in either country for Exportation to 
the other, l'o far as relates to reft rift ive internal regulations operating indirectly as a 
charge upon the m'anutafture of fuch Spirits in either country, or to exifting Draw- 
backs and counrr vailing Duties, or otherwife ; in order to place the intercourfe in 
Spirits between England and Ireland upon thofe terms of reciprocity which are 
required by the Aft of Union ; and alio, whether the confining the intercourfe in 
Spirits between Great Britain and Ireland to fuch Spirits as fhall have been pre- 
vioufly djftilled for Export, and lodged inWarehoufe, and Exported from thence with- 
out payment of any Duty on the Spirit, will not materially tend to the fame objeft ? 



Mr. Aitchifon. 



Jovis, 1 3 0 die Apr His : Lord Binning in the Chair. — Mr. Aitchifon attending, 
according to Order, delivered in his Anfwer. 

^ “ YOU are defired to fiate to the Committee, — In what manner, and to what extent, (if any) 

“ the Regulations of Revenue which are enforced by law in the Manufacture of Spirits . 
“ in Scotland, and in the Export pf the fame to Ireland, (and to which the manufacturers 
“ and Exporters of the latter country are not liable) operate indirectly as a charge upon 
" fuch Spirits as may be made in Scotland for Exportation to Ireland f” 

THE rapid mode of diftillafion in the manufacture of Spirits enforced by law in Scotland, and the 
wafte of material ariiing therefrom, together with the other Revenue regulations, render the expence 
of manufacturing Spirits in Scotland and in exporting them to Ireland much greater than it other- 
wife would be, was the Scotch Diftiller fubjeCted to the fame regulations as exift in Ireland ; and 
vice Verfa, the Irifli Diftiller makes his Spirits at a proportionate lei's expence. 

The Duties in Scotland being charged on the Wath, the Still, and the Spirits, and no deductions 
whatever allowed, (hould the proportion of Spirits required by law to be produced from the Wadi 
and Still not be made, and which is frequently the cafe, it becomes impofliblefor the Scotch Dif- 
tiller to evade any of the Duties, nor can he by fuperior (kill in his profelhon manufacture ata lower 
Duly, while from ignorance he may ealiiy fubjeCt himfelf to a much higher. 

When on corn 16 £ gallons of Spirits, at the ftrength of one to ten over Hydrometer proof, is 
required to be produced from one hundred gallons of Wafh in Scotland, or if not produced, the Duty 
is however charged. If this Wadi was diftilled by the flow operation as praCtifed in Ireland, it is 
believed eighteen gallons or even more could be produced from it. 

The Irifli Diftiller has a great advantage over the Scotch in working from weak Wath, as he may t 
produce 20 gallons of Spirits from the fame-weight of corn which, according to-the Scotch mode, 
would only yield about 18. By making weak Wath, a very trifling proportion of malt may be 
ufed, and infinitely lefs yeaft than when the Wall: is ftrong. 

In Ireland a Drawbackof ten pence per gallon is received on account of Malt Duty, when, it js 
■underftood, two pence would be much nearer what ought to be. Befides thefe, from trie Revenue • 
regulations in Scotland, there is a prodigions wafte of coals, &c. and the ft ills, from the rapid work- 
ing, are quickly burnt out. 

I am therefore clearly of opinion, the Scotch Diftil'e.r works at a difadvantage with the Irifli, of. 
nearly one {billing and fixpence per gallon, and which operates indirectly as a charge on Spirits 
made in Scotland. 

“ WHAT allerations do you conceive would be neceflary in the provifions of law under 
“ which Spirits are manufactured in either country for Exportation to the other, fo far as 
" relates to reftrictive internal regulations operating indirectly as a charge upon the 
“ manufaflure of fuch Spirits in either country, or to exifting Drawbacks and Countcr- 
" vailing Duties, or otherwife, in order to place the intercourfe of Spirits between England 
“ and Ireland, upon thofe terms of reciprocity which are required by the Act of Union?” — 
WITH refpedt to the intercourfe of Spirits between England and Ireland : 

The regulations which fulfill 'between Scotland and England, and which have been found from 
experience fully to anfwer the object intended, I ani of opinion ought to be enforced in th^fame 

manner 
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manner in Ireland when working for export to England. Indeed whenever one country works Mf. Attchij 

for exportation to the other, a work fhould be entered exclufively for that purpofe, and befubjefted \, ^ 

to the mode of operation and entire regulations which exift in the country the Spirits are to be 
exported to. On no account whatever fhould the Home trade he blended with that for Export. 

This in my opinion is the only fair mode both for fecurity to the Revenue and to put the trade 
upon a fair footing. Formerly, before thefe regulations had effedt in Scotland, nearly as much 
Spirits ufed to be lent to England as had paid Duty in. all Scotland, and the Scotch market was 
entirely fupplied with Spirits which had paid no Duty. From the Fifth Report of the Irifli Com- 
niiffioners it appears fimilar praftices have been carried on in Ireland, and there is great reafon to 
apprehend they will not ealily be put a Hop to, without fome fucli regulation as here mentioned. 

’ “ Whether the confining the intercourfc in Spirits between Great Britain and Ireland, to 
“ fuch Spirits as (hall have been previoufly diftilled for Export, and lodged in Warehoufes 
“ and exported from thence without payment of any Duty on the Spirit, will not materially 
“ tend to the fame objedt ?” 

I apprehend the Anfwer to this is contained in that to Query 2d, that the intercourfc between 
Great Britain and Ireland fhould be exadtly under fimilar regulations as at prefent exift between 
Scotland and England. 

WILLIAM AITCHISON. 



Mart is, 2 j° die Aprilis 1809. 

William Huskisson, Efq. in the Chair. 



JOSEPH 15 ENWELL, ESQ. 

W HAT is the fmalleft quantity of malt ufed by the Englifh diftiller, as compared Mr. Benwelh 

w ith the quantity of umualted corn? — I lhould think in working for the con- c v / 

fumption of England, there was fcarcely ever lets than one-third part of malted corn 
uled ; this proportion may be varied according as the regulations may vary from time 
to time: the circumitance that I now particularly allude to, arifes from a permiffion 
at certain feafons, which has not taken place lately, but which may again occur, of 
uling wheat in the diftillery, which renders a confiderably linaller quantity of malted 
•com neceffary. Since I had the honour of delivering my ftatement to the Committee, 

I have been informed that wheat is not a prohibited article in Ireland, that circum- 
itance will therefore render a fmaller quantity of malt necefl’ary to be ufed in that part 
of the United Kingdom. 

Now that the ufe of wheat is prohibited, w hat is the fmalleft quantity of malted 
’ corn neceflary? — From my ow n experience, it is fix quarters in the manufacture of a 
tun of lpirits, or fix quarters of malted com to eight quarters of unmalted. 

You underftand that to be the average of the trade? — I lliould think it was; I 
know there are houfes which ufe confiderably more malted corn. 

It may be done by that ? — It may be done by that. 

How much do you calculate the expence of yeaft to be per gallon of Ipirit? — From 
' four pence to five pence per gallon in England, where a thick walh is neceflarily 
made. 

How much do you conceive it would be, fuppofing the price of yeaft to be the fame 
in Ireland? — I lhould conliderit would not be more than three-fourths, if it exceeded 
a half. 

Do you conceive that the proportion of beer duty which attaches upon the price 
of yeaft ufed by a diftiller in tvliddlefex, is not compenfated in the price as compared 
.'to the price in Ireland, by the greater abundance of the article in the market here? — 

I lhould think by no means ; the quantity is not fb great in England, but the price has 
rifen within the laft twenty years' one hundred and fifty per cent. ; I mean thereby, that 
the quantity is not fuperabundant, or the price would not have rilen in that degree. 

Do vou know the price of yeaft at Cork or any other place in Ireland ? — I am not 
acquainted with it. 

What is the price in London ? — Twenty-one findings for a Itore, which is computed 
to be eighteen .gallons. 

What Teafon have you for believing that any part of the Englifli duty upon beer 
attaches upon the yeaft? — Since the duty has been increafed on the brewery, the 
brewers have deemed it necefiary to have a higher price for their yeaft. I cannot 
ftate certainly that their defire of having an additional price has been in confequence 
of the additional duty upon beer. 

-*99. F Did 
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Mr. jBeniUdU. Didthe price of yeaft rife in- proportion to the price of beer, when any additional 

— — I duty was laid upon - the latter?— I do not think any advance took place on yeaft at 

any.pafcticular time -when there was a new duty laid, on beer. 

You have ftated that yeaft has rifen £. 150. per cent in price within twenty years, 
how much have the duties upon beer rilen within twenty years? — I really do not know 
exactly. 

Have they rifen £.'150. percent:? — No, certainly not ; I ftiould fuppofe about 

100, per cent. 

■ Is it your opinion that the rife in the price of yeaft has been owing to the increafe 

• of duty? — I am not prepared to lay that it isib. 

Can that rife in the price of yeaft ; £, 1 50. per cent, be the cffe6t of a duty which has 
rifen only ■£. 100. percent. ? — 1 Ihouki conceivc.it may very readily, and from the deter- 
mination of the brewers to advance an article which was neceflarily in conftant ufe, 
when they could not fo ealily make an advance upon the beer. T conceive that the 
advance of the beer duty may be laid fairly to be the caufe of the advance of yeaft. 

' You have laid thattwcntv-cne fiiiilmgs-is the price of eighteen gallons of yeaft, 'hOw | 

many gallons of fpirits will the eighteen gallons of yeaft make? — Never having tried 1 
: fcparately what yeaft would do, it is impoffible for me to ftate with any accuracy. 

You have faid that the yeaft operates as between four pence and live pence a gallon 
upon fpirits made from thick wafh, how many gallons will the twenty-one Ihillings 
: require lb as to be between four pence and dive pence a .gallon? — Between eighty and 
ninety gallons. 

You have : ftated . that eighteen gallons coft twenty-one Ihillings ; you have ftated 

• that the charge of yeaft upon the gallon is between lour pence and five pence; how 

• many gallons is the twenty-one Ihillings calculated upon? — Eighty-one gallons. 

How many gallons of fpirits. can be made from :thc eighteen gallons of yeaft, which 
, you have mentioned to coft twenty-one Ihillings? — hour and a half times eighteen 

gallons will manufacture a tun of-fpirit, eonfequently eighteen gallons will manufacture 
, two- ninths, of a. tun. 

-How many. gallons are two-ninths of a tun? — Eifty-fix gallons. 

You have ftated. that a lofs-is fuftained by the Englifli diftilier, by 'his being corn- 
.pelled to make a ftrong wafti; can you ftate from your own experience or know- 
ledge, that the elFeCt of any regulation which would compel the Englifli diftilier to 
.diftil his walh in fix days from. the time of mixing it, leaving him entirely at liberty 
-'••as to the ftrength . of the wafti, would not operate alfo as a charge? — I think it .would 
. in forne final! degree; but .a weak wafti requires very confiderably lefs time to fer- 
ment it properly than a thick walh. 

You. cannot take upon yourfeif to fay in what proportion -the- effect of fuch a regu- 
lation would tend to countervail the effect of the regulation which you are now fubjeCt 
to? — I conceive not a fourth part of the additional charge which a rites to an Englifli 
.diftilier, in confcquence of liis being compelled to make a thick wafh, would be 
countervailed by a regulation compelling him to diftil bis walh ill fix days, provided 
other regulations admitted of that walh being made thin. 

Do you believe that you could make more than nineteen -gallons of fpirits from the 
fame quantity of malted and unmalted corn and yeaft as is now employed by you to 
•produce nineteen gallons, if you were at liberty to import thefc articles and diftil them 
under the I rifti. regulations?— I have no doubt that I ihouki produce more than the 
nineteen gallons from the. fame quantity of .corn that w e now ufe, if we were per- 1 
mitted to make a weak wafti, and compelled to diftil it within fix days.; and further, that | 
we lhould not ufe near the fame quantity of yeait in the operation. 

You have never made the experiment ? — Very nearly fo, in working for the exporta- ' 
tion trade, when ihere was an exportation trade from this country (it is now entirely 
at an end, fmee the African trade has been aboliftied) .we worked. for that trade free of 
duty ; it was ufually in the warm weather, in the months in the fummer, when our diftil- 
leries were. not at work. for the home trade; there being no duty, we endeavoured to 
make the utinoft produce from the corn, the quantity of fpirit required by law being 
confiderably lefs than we draw for the home confumption trade, yet. far beyond the j 
utmoft extent -required in Ireland.; this rendered -our mode of work very nearly ftmilar I 
to that which prevails in Ireland at prefent. 

Can you ftate the refuLt of any fuch w'ork ? — I will with great pleasure produce the j 
books in which I have kept the accounts ; I have them not with me. 

You have ftated that there was lefs of the yeaft required in the Irith mode than in 1 
the I rtifli ; the Irilh mode is that of weak wafti ? — Y ea. 

The Britifh is ftronger walh?— Yes. 

, . .. Does 
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: Does weak wadi . require more or lefs yeaft than itrong wadi 
lefs quantity of yeaft. 

Can you ftate the proportion? — It depends upon the degree to which the wadi is 
diluted ; the produce of fpirit in Ireland is l'o final 1 from a certain quantity of vvaih, 
that a very fmall proportion of yeaft indeed is neceiTary in my opinion. 

Does not it require naore yeaft to make wadi work off quick ? — That does not much 
depend upon the yeaft, but upon the. temperature at which the worts and yeaft are 
put to work. 

If you are forced to work wafti offin fix days, does not it require much more yeaft 
than if you are left to your own choice of the number of days to do it in ? — I lliould 
think there would be little if any difference, the temperature regulating the degree of 
-fermentation, and not the yeaft. 

You have ftated, that fifty-fix gallons of fpirits made in l the Englifh way require 
eighteen gallons of yeaft, how many gallons ol yeaft would fifty-fix worked in > the 
Irifh way require?— -I lliould think not more than ten gallons. 

Have you ever heard that yeaft is exported from England to Ireland ?— Yes, I have. 

Is it a general practice ? — I am not aware of its being a general practice, it may 
for any thing I know ; I know it is frequently done ; its power of fermenting is confi- 
derably leliened by the. prefent mode of fending it to Ireland ; I believe it is reduced 
to a dry pulverized ftate before it is feat. 

Its power of fermenting is confiderably reduced?— Yes, if the paffageis prolonged. 

Do not you apprehend that inch yeaft mult come confiderably dearer to the Irifh 
■diftillcr than to the Englifli ? — If the pafikge is quick I confider that there will be very, 
little difference, for in the firft place it is deprived of the beer with which it is connefted, 
and which is generally not of any very great degree of ftrength, and may be re-mixed 
in Ireland without any very confiderable lofs of its fermenting power or increafe of 
.charge. 

You mean that the ex pence of freight is leffened thereby ? — The ex pence of freight 
•is leffened, and the yeaft does not injure if the pafiage is quick ; if it was a long paftage 
unqueftionably it would injure. _ . 

You fay that the yeaft is w eakened in quality by being prepared for the Irifh mar- 
ket ?— .It cannot beaded quite l'ofrefh at the diitanceof Ireland as in the neighbour- 
hood where it is made ; I confider it an article that weakens by every day’s keeping. 

I think you have laid, that a confiderable portion of the duty upon the beer attaches 
on the yeaft ? — I have ftated that the price of yeaft has advanced within the laft twenty 
years, but I ftated alfo, that no one advance upon the yealt did attach exactly at the 
time that the advance on the beer duty took place. 

Has the advanced duty on beer occaiioned the advanced price of the yeaft? — I 
have before ftated, that the brewer, being fubjeCt to a higher duty upon his beer, and 
■not being able at all times fo conveniently to make an adequate advance upon his 
beer, might be induced to make a higher charge upon the yeaft, which has been 
done, though I cannot pofitively ftate that to have been the realon. 

Yeaft is part of the manufacture which the brewer produces out of his malt, and 
>beer another part? — Certainly. 

Does or does not the manufacture of yeaft, therefore, partake of part of the in- 
cumbrance of the beer duty ? — I rather think not; 1 am not a brewer, but I believe 
the duty attaches only on the beer ; I rather think the duty is fo calculated upon the 
brewer as ndt to attach upon any thing more than the bed - he fells. 

If a brewer is in trade, and manufactures two articles out of die malt, the one 
beer and the other yeaft, does not the duty he pays attach upon both the articles 
of manufacture r — Indirectly it may be laid to be fo, but I believe die duty is fo regu- 
lated as only to attach upon the beer he fends out. 

Is there any drawback upon the export of yeaft? — Not any I believe. 

Is the yeaft exported fubject to any duty which may attach upon it here? — Not. 
directly I believe, as I have ftated. 

IndireCtly?— IndireCtly, on the brewer making an advance upon any commodity 
Re is to bring to market. . '* 

Is it confident, with your knowledge, that it is alfo the practice to fend yeaft from 
England to Scotland for the purpofes of diitillation? — It is; I underftand alfo, that 
■yealt is imported from Ireland into Scotland, and from the proof that has been re- 
ceived in ufing it, that its quality is equally good, if not fuperior, to the yeaft made in 
•England. . 

Do you mean that has been a long pra&ice, or only a late one ?— Only a late one., 

..Can you take upon you to fay whether it commenced with the prohibition of the 

diftillery 
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%j r diftillcry, or was prior to it ?•■ — I am not acquainted with the time, but from not having 

( : > ted of it till lately, I fuppofe Cnee. 

You never ufed, yourfelfi any Irifti malt or Iriih grown corn t- — Never. 

Do you know whether it is of an inferior quality in producing fpirits? — I have no 
knowledge of the quality, I have heard it Abated that the Iriih corn is of an inferior 
•quality; I have alfo heard it ftated, that as fine corn grows in Ireland as in any parts 
of England ; the faCts I am not acquainted with. 

You ftatc that you could produce the quantity of fpirits which the law now re- 
quires in Ireland, from a hundred gallons of walh with only a tenth of malted corn; 
is that calculation made upon any actual experiment? — Upon actual work, which, 
in whatever way the Committee may pleafe to order, I will lay before them. 

On what occafion did you make that experiment? — By working for tire exporta- 
tion trade, w inch I have before 1'tated, approached nearly to the Iriih mode. 

: For exportation to Africa? — Yes. 

What do you conceive to be the difference between the ftrength of walh, as you are 
now compelled to make it, and that at which it would be defirable to make it, with a 
view to produce the greateft pofiible quantity of fpirits from a given quantity of corn ? 
—I fliould think the addition of about a third part of the waih, from which we pro- 
duce nearly nineteen gallons of fpirit, would be fo diluted as to yield nearly the whole 
fpirit that the corn is capable of producing, that is, 1 20 gallons where we now make 
ninety. 

1 Suppofing no duty whatioever upon malt, what would be. the moft beneficial propor- 
tion ofmaltand raw grain for thediftiller to make the greateft produce from?— Much 
would depend on the different qualities that the corn might be of; in unfavourable 
leafons a larger proportion of malted corn is neceffary than when the corn is particu- 
larly 'fine; if w heat was prohibited alfo, as it is at prefen t, a larger proportion of 
■malted corn would be neceffary, in addition to the barley ; it would depend upon the 
duty chargeable upon the extraCt of the corn. _ . 

Suppofiiig no duty payable? — A very fmall proportion of malt, if the corn was itfelf 
apod, for it certainly lofes fome portion of its quality by the procefs of malting, 
tiiough the remainder is rendered more cafily extractable. 

'• Is" the Committee to underhand, that if there was no duty upon malt, and no duty 
upon fpirits, it would be for the intereit of the diltillers to 'uie a very lmall proportion 
of malt?— As I have before ftated, if the corn itfelf was good, a very fmall proportion. 

Taking the medium quality, how much? — I conceive from a fixth to a fourth would 
be quite 'lufficient; and that depending upon the feafon of the year at which the fpirits 
were made. . t , 

‘ Is the quality of the fpirit affeCted at all by the proportions of malted and unmalted 
corn ufed ?— The quality is certainly varied by the uie of a greater or lefs proportion 
of malted corn ; but whether the fpirit is better or worfe, lo much depends upon the 
habit of the drinkers of the fpirits, that it is difficult to fay. Spirit from fugar has not 
been fo generally approved as that made from corn, though it mult be allowed to be a 
cleaner fpirit, and that arifes principally from the habit ot thofe drinking the fpirits. 

You ftate, that you think, in order to produce the greateft quantity of fpirit, the 
Englifh wafh Ahould be diluted a third more ;• what do you conceive to be the propor- 
tion of fpirit fo produced, how much from a hundred gallons of walh ?■ I think about 
fifteen or fixteen gallons of fpirit from one hundred gallons of wafii would be produced 
at that reduced ftate of the walh, which I will take the liberty of explaining to the 
Committee, when I lay before them the mode of working for exportation. 

Confequently, too gallons of wafh now producing 19 gallons, would, if that wafh 
was diluted one-third, produce near' 22 gallons ? — Yes ; 1 think it would fear cel y pro- 
duce that ; I think it would produce twenty-one. 

So that there is a lols of about two gallons -upon twenty-one on the prefent mode 
of working? — Yes. ’ 

Then the Iriih mode exceeds the Engliffi mode in the getting the extract from the 
corn, in the proportion of nineteen to twenty-one ? — I confider the Iriih mode more 
favourable to the extracting the fpirit from the corn in that proportion. 

Making deduction for any lofs which the Iriih mode may occafion in the fermenta- 
tion?— Far beyond any lofs" which the Iriih can fuftain by their mode of fermentation. 

You- have laid, that the proportion of malted corn to the unmalted would be from a 
fixth to a fourth, if wheat is not made ufe of; if wheat was permitted to be ufed, what 
proportion would be necelVa-ry ?— Then a lefs -quantity of malted corn would be 
neceffary. 
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Can you Rate what proportion ? — That would greatly depend upon the proportion of Mr. BenweJl. 

wheat ufed. The Englilh diftillery has never within my recollection been allowed to- > 

ufe an unlimited quantity of wheat ; when we were allowed to ufe wheat, we were 
always reftrifted within one-third part. 

If the diftiller was permitted to make his fpirit from grain, without any regard to 
regulation or duty, what would be the fmalleft quantity of malt neceffary ? — I think, as 
I have already ftated, one-tenth part would be fufficient. 

Suppofing you were to manufacture with a lefs proportion of malted corn, and a 
neighbouring manufacturer to manufacture with a greater quantity of malted corn, 
would your fpirits bear in the market an equal price? — I fhould think that manufac- 
tured with a greater proportion of malted corn would be preferred. 

The rcafon why, if there was no duty on fpirit or malt, you would ufe a fmaller 
quantity of malt is, that the manufacture of the barley into malt increafes the expence 
of the article? — And its lofing a portion of its quality in the manufacture into malt. 

How is the Committee to underftand if barley lofes a portion of its quality by its 
manufacture into malt, that you are obliged to ufe more malt in confequence of being 
compelled to produce a large quantity of fpirits from a given quantity of wallir — 

I have already ftated, that though I conceive the barley to lofe a portion of its quality 
in being manufactured into malt, the remaining quality of that malt is rendered by 
that procefs more eafilv extracted ; and where a thick wafti is neceffary, the difficulty 
of extracting the fpirit from raw com would be greater than the additional price that 
the malt bears. 

Do you conceive that the mixture of malt, in fome proportion, fo facilitates the fer- 
mentation of the wafli, as to produce more fpirit upon the whole r — Yes, Ido. 

Are the grains at all altered in quality by the greater or Ids proportion of malt 
ufed? — Yes, they are. 

In what way?— The larger the proportion of malt that is uled, the lefs nutriment 
will the grains afford to any cattle they may be given to. 

So far as the value of the grains can be an inducement to the diftiller, he finds an 
intereft in increafing the proportion of raw corn that he ufes? — If making the refute 
better is a matter of confequence, he certainly will find it by ufing a greater proportion 
of raw corn. 

Is not the refufe an article of fale ? — It is. 

If made better, does not it produce more money ? — We feldom find any difference ; 
at the fame time I will admit that grains made in a diftillery may fetch a much higher 
price, being a mixture of malted and unmalted grain, than grains from the brewer, 
which are all malted. 

Is the difference great in the value of the refufe occafioned by this circumftance ? 

—I believe the grains from the diftilleries fell for double, if not three-fold, the price 
that grains made by the brewers do. 

This does not make a great difference upon the gallon of fpirits r N ot great, cer- 

tai Ha V e you ever ufed malted oats ?— I never ufed oats in a malted ftate ; unmalted 
I have ufed them. 

Are they ufed in a malted ftater— Never in England, I believe. 

What difference mav be made in the value ot a gallon of fpirits by the difference 
between the brewers and the diftillers grains?— Not more than two-pence per gallon. 

You have ufed raw oats ?— I have ; and it may be neceffary to ftate the reafon for 
my doin'* fo in this country. Soon after the recommencement of the com diftillery, 
after the prohibition in 1801, the Englilh market was fupplied with great quantities 
of fpirit from Ireland ; and it was ftated, as one realon why the Iriih diftiller wa^> 
enabled to come advantageouffy into the Englilh market, that he uled oats in his ma- 
nufacture, which were more produaivc of fpirit than barley ; I cdnlequently made 
) experiments in order to afeertain the 1 aft : I found that oats, taking them weight 



for weight with barlev, produced only as fixteen gallons is to eighteen, confequently I 
found that that was Aot the reafon why Iriih fpirits were in the Englilh market. 

Did you abandon the praaice after that experiment ? — I did. 

You never ufe them now? — Never. 



Do you recollea the comparative weight of a bulhel of barley and a bufliel of oats? 
-I put weight for weight, otherwife I confidered that my experiment would not be 



L put V 

a Could'you pun-rive any difference in the fpirit produced from that made entirety 
from barley?— No, I did not; the quality was not my obje®, it was the quantity 
produced. 

J 99- 



Caa 



Printed image digitised by the University of Southampton Library Digitisation Unit 




Mr. Benwell. 



26 MINUTES OF EVIDENCE. 

Can you inform the Committee how many diftilleries there are in England ?— I 
' believe about ten of any fize ; there are one or two very fmall ones. . 

Can you date what the contents of the Mis uled are?— The ftlls are univerfally 
larce ■ none under 5,000 gallons, and fome as large as 1 5,000 gallons. 1 luppole, 
upon the average, they may be taken at 10,000 gallons each Ml. 

Can you date upon any rcafonable grounds the contents of all the Hills in Eng- 
land ?— That may be very eaiily done. 

Have you any export trade of fpirits from England now?— I believe a very little, 
and that is merely to Hudfon’s Bay; I am not aware whether the Greenland Hups 
continue to take Britifh-rnade fpirits which they formerly did for their ufe, mftead of 

&I cE! 5ou fl'ate to what ftrength the fpirits for internal confumption are reduced by 
the retailer?— The higheft flreigth at which the reaiiicr is permitted by law to tell 
fpirits is one in five under proof. ^ 

Is that the ftrength at which they are ufed as fpirits, without any mixture of water ? 

j believe that by far the greater quantity confirmed is at a much lower ftrength : 

the retailer under prefent circumftances, not only in part manufactures his own gin, 
but very generally reduces it after he has received it from the readier, a praflice for- 
bidden b| an ancient law ; hut I believe it to be a fact, that they do reduce it con- 
llderably after receiving it from the reaifier. 

A h TOid part^of the fpirit msmufaaured in England goes through the readers ?— 
Nearly the whole'.; a very fmall proportion maybe fold for chemical P m P of J; 

‘ Have you heard that in Ireland very little fpirits goes through the Reftifiers 
hands'?—! have heard that very little is readied there ; that the greater confumption 
is in whifky, or raw fpirits. 

Can you attribute the different praSice m the two countries to any caufe. _ lo no 
other but in the fame way I account for the confirmers in England preferring corn 
fpirit to that made from fugar, from the habit of drinking it in that fate. 

Is the Irifh fpirit made in a higher degree fo as not to require reification, and yet 
to be palatable ?— There have been many mftances of fpmts that have come fa the 
fupply of the Englifh market from Ireland, being of fo fuperror a quality, that I have 
been aftonilhed at the ingenuity of the Inih in making fuch fpirits meiely by a fecond 
diftillation from the wafh without reaification. 

You were fatisfied that it had not been readied? 1 — It could be merely an opinion 
of mine ; if the Committee will permit me to give an opinion, I have no hefitation in 

^^n^^antftiiey^u^tfiiot make the fpirits ofthe fanie quality vvilhout reaification?— 
I believe not, not even from the diluted wafh ufed in Iieland , I think it could 
not be made merely by a fecond diftillation. . , , - 

Is it the habit of the readers in England to make much gm, and rum, and brandy ?- 
I believe ho rum; when the price of Britilh fpirits is low, and from any cuxumftance 
rum is at a high price, I believe that Britilh fpirits are readied fi) clean at tunes as 
to mix with the rum ; the nearer they can make them to a flavourlefs fpirit, the more 
will they have an opportunity of mixing them with rum advantageouily. _ 

Cannot they make them to imitate rum without mixing them with rum.' I have 
nevefknown fuch made in England ; there have been confiderable quantities imported 
from Ireland very ftrongly refembling rum. / .... 

Can they imitate brandy in England without mixing brandy with the fpirit . They 
make a confiderable quantity of that which is called Britilh brandy, but of courfe the 
article is of a quality far inferior to what we are accuftomed to call brandy from 

ab I°t a is'uot mixed with brandy from abroad ?-No, it is generally made from fpirits 
extraaed from melafies or fugar, if they can be obtained on reafonable terms. 

You ftate that fome fpirits have been imported from Ireland very nearly refembling 

rum?— Very nearly ; they have fucceeded admirably in the attempt . 

Have you feen any which imitated brandy ?-No, I do not recoiled having feen or 

ha Sr^l°fomeVpirits from Ireland feized, which were importedas Irilh fpirits 
but which were feifed in eonfequence of their refembling rum. I have heaid 

‘ h Were they condemned or acquitted on trial r-In the cafe I allude to, I think they 
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were given up; I confeis, to my very great furprize, they were reftored us Iriili Mr. Barnett. 

* Did you ever attempt to diftil from any other article but malt and corn, and fugar ? 

^ articles ?— In the year 1707, at the time that corn was prohibited in 

the diftillery, raifins for lome particular caufe being at a low price, I did dilbl two 
cargoes of Malaga raifins ; and though being a foreign article, they were charged with a 
double duty, ftili their produce was fuch as to enable me to make a fpmt to fell 
In the market in competition with thofe of fugar and melaffes. 

Did you ever try any other material i Not to any extent. 

Did you ever try carrots or potatoes ?— Merely in experiments, and found them to 
produce very little fpirit; potatoes; I found nearly all water, there was very little 

fP Xbe calculation at the time of the Union was made upon the fuppofition of one- 
half malt being ufed ? — Yes, it was. 

You ftate about three-fevenths to be the quantity actually ufed ?— 1 ltated it to be 
as fix to fourteen, at the fame time that is the ftatement of an individual houfe. it 
is ftated by other houfes as higher than one-half ; at the time of the Union it was 
thought a fair and equal ftatement to take it at one-half, but as far as my own 
experience goes, I think that is beyond the mark. 

You form your opinion from your own practice ? — I do. 

If three-fevenths was the quantity generally ufed in the trade, the drawback m 
England would be rather more than it ought to be?— It would be lefs then than it is 
now; but I think fix quarters is thefaireft ftatement; it was to taken in the arrange- 
ment with Scotland originally in the year 17B6 ; I think when the laft iteration tool- 
place in the mode of collecting the duty in Scotland, the proportion of malt uted in 
England w'as taken at fix quarters to a tun of fpirits. . 

If the proportion was taken at fix quarters to a tun of fpirits, what would be the 
difference in the drawback in confideration of the malt duty ?— I believe about a 
halfpenny or three farthings a gallon. . . . . . , 

You have no doubt that the-drawback upon the export of fpirits, in confideration of 
the malt duty, is too high in England ?— From my own experience it is too high, as 
much as one-half or feven quarters in a tun of fpirit is beyond fix quarters to a tun. 

It is too high in Ireland?— I have no doubt it is too high. 

Is it moft to the intereft of the diftiller to ufe the beft malt inftead of middling malt, 
paying for that beft malt a proportional fair price ? — I think it is, where there is a 
high duty upon the article made. . T , 4 

I fupMfe^-^offerit is the pra&icetq ufe the. beft malt they can get r— t hat en- 
tirely debends upon the comparative' prices. ' . . ’ 

Inafmuch as you are obliged to produce nineteen gallons of fpirit from one hundred 
of wafli, does not that create an intereft to ufe both the barley and the malt good ._ 

It has frequently happened that a larger proportion of malt might be uied ot an in- 
ferior quality, yet fufficient to produce the fpirit, and be at a cheaper rate than the 

P1 Are die diftillers in England allowed to make their own malt?— They are allowed 
to do fo, but it is very feldom done by them. 

Is it moft advantageous in the diftillery to ufe corn that is as fully malted as it can, 
or what is lefs perfeaiy malted?— It is defirable to ufe what is neceffary as fully 

malted as can be. , . ... - 

What is the comparative value for feeding cattle between a given quantity of corn, 
and that fame quantity of corn converted into grains ? — It is difficult to aicertam pre- 
cifely ; I ihould think three or four times as much would be neceilary. • 

Suppofinff it was allowed to make wafli confiderably weaker, would not tne value 01 
• J j r. V.~ nnnlUorahlo rliminifiwl ? — Certainly. 



the grains produced from that wafli be confiderably diminiffied ?— C 
What is the felling price of grains from the Englilh diftillery r— 



-When there were 

any grains from the 'diftillery, which was about a twelve months fince, the price was 
about fix fliillings a quarter. . 

You have ftated, that brewers grains are not of the value that diftillers grams are. 
to what caufe do you attribute the difference ?— ’ The brewers uflng entirely malt, the 
whole fubftance of the corn in that ftate is much more eafily extracted than it would 
have been if any portion of it had not been malted. . , 

Suppofing the brewers to ufe a proportion of raw corn, would their grains be 
the better tor it ? — I confider that their grains would he the better, but their beer 
the worfe. You 
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Mr. Benwell. You ftate that in fa£t, in England, you do not make nineteen gallons of fpirits from 
- ^ ✓ 100 gallons of walh? — No, we do not; eighteen and three quarters was the propor- 

tion at which it was taken, in fixing the countervailing duty between England and 
Scotland. We are permitted to fend out as far as nineteen, but it is not done by any 
houfe in the trade. 

What becomes of the yeaft you make yourfelf in the fermentation in the courfe of 
the diltillery ; do you ufe it? — It is all coniumed ; it goes into the ftill, and aids in the 
manufacture of the fpirit, or rather I may fay, tends to give the fpirit an unpleafant 
flavour ; it is entirely confumed. 

Do you ufe the yeaft you make as yeaft? — We never make any yeaft; we never 
take any from one procels of fermentation to aid that of another. 

Does the ufe of that ycalt tend to give an unpleafant flavour to the fpirit ? — I have 
always conceived that it did. 

You are not precluded by law from taking it off? — We are not; but we are 
charged for any deficiency in duty there may be in the wafti back ; it would pay duty 
as wafti. 

Suppofmg it were not chargeable with duty, would it be advantageous to the 
diftiller to reproduce his yeaft? — 1 believe not; the fermenting power is deftroyed in 
the proccfs ; a very fmall proportion of it would be recoverable. 

Will not the yeaft produced by diftillation anfwer for baking ? — There is none pro- 
duced by diftillation ; we produce no yeaft at all. 

By fermentation ? — All the yeaft we put in with the wafti is fermented and diftilled 
with it, and entirely gone, and I conceive it would not be advantageous for any pur- 
pofes in the prefent ftate of things. If there were no duty, and the whfh was more 
diluted, the yeaft might certainly be taken oft’ or a portion of it, at a time when it 
would remain as yeaft, and the lols would not be fo great where the wafti was more 
diluted, or there was no duty upon it. 



Mercurii, 26° die Aprilis 1809. 

Lord Binning in the Chair. 



JOSEPH BENWELL, ESQ. 

HAVE you brought the Accounts you referred to yefterday; one of which was to 
fliew that with fo little as one-tenth of malt, provided you were allowed to dilute the 
wafti, you could make more fpirit than is now made in Ireland?— Yes ; in the year 
1786 we worked for exportation, and I fee I ufed at each brewing fixty-eight quar- 
ters of corn, of which twenty-fix quarters were malted, thirty-four quarters ©f 
barley, and eight quarters of wheat, wheat not being at that time a prohibited article; 
of malt there was full one-third ; the wafh we made from that fixty-eight quarters was 
9,090 gallons. I have taken it upon the average of the fununers work: the walli per 
quarter being unlimited, was 1 33 gallons from the quarter of corn ; the fpirits pro- 
duced were 1,477 gallons, but they were at the exportation ftrength of one in 
feven under hydrometer proof ; to bring thole fpirits to one in ten over hydrometer 
proof, would reduce the quantity to l , 1 40 gallons. This is by actual calculation, not 
taking upon mylelf to fay that the hydrometer which is in ufe in England will re- 
duce exactly, becaufe it is a very incorreCt one ; it is Clarke’s hydrometer. The 
fpirits that would have been required in Ireland from that quantity of walh at the 
ftrength of one to ten, would have been 1 ,044 gallons ; our produce in England, which 
I have ftated, was feventeen gallons of fpirit from every quarter of com. 

You fpeak of the fpirit aftually made ? — Yes, at one to ten; the wafti being fo ex- 
tended, it was but twelve and a half per cent, upon the walh; thefe, without any re- 
ftriction as to the time of fermentation, were diftilled in fix, feven and eight days from 
the time of brewing, including the day of brewing and diftilling. In the next year 
1 787, we uled fifty-eight quarters of corn, of which fix quarters only w ere malted, forty 
quarters of barley and twelve quarters of wheat, the quantity of wafh was 9,240 
gallons; there being lb little malt, I made a confiderably larger quantity of walli, being 
unlimited. 'I he walli was 160 gallons per quarter ; the fpirit produced was 1,427 
gallons at the export ftrength of one in feven; under, which would be reduced to 1,100 
gallons to bring it to one to ten over proof, the quantity from that walli that would 
be required in Ireland was 1,062 gallons, at one to ten ; the produce from the corn 
was eighteen gallons per quarter; the produce from the wafti being a very extended 

quantity 
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quantity, was only twelve percent.: thefc were (Milled in ten days. Thefe quantities Mr. Benwell. 

were brewed in the months of July, Auguft and September, the period- at which the * - .-. v t 

Englifh diftillery generally worked for the export trade, and they were worked with 
ftale and bad yeaft, the brewers not being at work at that l'eafon ot the year. 

In the latter inftance of this diftillery, you took ten days for the fermentation ? — We 
did. 

Do you confider that you would have procured as much fpirit from that wadi, if you 
had been reftriCted to fix days, ufing fofmall a quantity of malt? — I think it would 
not have produced quite fo much, but I am not aware of the heat exactly at which 
the worts were put together to ferment ; if it was a few degrees colder in the latter 
inftance than in the former, that would account for a .greater length of time being 
employed in the fermentation. , 

Can you ftate the exaCfc difference-it ought-to make upon the drawback on fpirit* 
exported to Ireland, on the. fuppofition of the proportion of malted corn to the un- 
malted being -as fixto eight, inltead of being equal?— The duty attaching on fpirits in 
England, in conlequence of the malt duty, on the fuppofition ol leven quarters ot 
malt being ufed in making a tun of fpirit, is eleven pence halfpenny per gallon ; if fix 
quarters only are ufed to produce the fame quantity, the duty will be within a fraction 
of ten pence : difference three halfpence a gallon. 

What was the gravity of the worts from which you made thbfe fpirits for exporta- 
tion ? — I really cannot recollect the gravity. 

What do you conceive would be the produce of fpirits one to ten over proof, of 
- twenty-nine quarters of malted and twenty-nine quarters of unmalted corn fermented 
and diftilled under- the regulations of the Iriih Revenue Law, and at the tame teafon 
of the year ? — I was about to fay, till “ the fame feafou of the year” was added, that in 
a favourable feafon for fermentation, I have no doubt the produce would be much 
greater than the produce I have ftated, even under the reftriCl ions of the Iriih diltil- 
jfery. I am not prepared to ftate that the quantity which I have mentioned would 
have been produced had the wafh been diftilled in one cafe two days, -and in the 
other-four days earlier than it was, becaufe I have had no experience of fo quick a 
procefs. 

Suppofing the malted corn to be in the proportion to the’ unmalted, of one to lix, and 
no wheat tcT be ufed, do you conceive that there being no limitation as to the ftrength 
of the wafh, the quantity of fpirit, produced under the Iriih regulations would have 
been materially varied ?— I have no doubt but tliat the produce would be equally 
great at leaft ; but more wafli would be -made from any given quantity of corn. 

You mean by. that, that in proportion as the quantity of unmalted corn is great, 
the wafli would be diluted?— Yes, the Statements I have delivered in this morning 
prove that. , , .- . 

Inftead of the twelve quarters of wheat which you ftate to have been uled in the 
procefs which you have referred to, fuppofe onc-fixth of thofe twelve quarters had 
been malt, and the remainder barley, what would have been the product : I think 

the produce would have been coniiderably lefs. 

How much? — It is in a 'great meafure conjecture, but I fliould fuppofe from 
feventy to eighty gallons lefs in the quantity ; wheat certainly does contain a greater 
quantity of fpirit than barley, and Hill more than malt, malt doling fomewhat of its 
property in making. . 

.If you were at liberty to work according to the Irifli regulations, what proportion ot 
malt do you conceive it would be for your intereft as a diftiller to ufer— It I w as un- 
limited as to the quantity of wafli, and not reftricted as tlie Iriih diftiller is as to time, 

I would not ufe more than one-tenth. 

Do you conceive the experiments of which you have produced the documents 
i nn ni'irir'i* oil fhp nmmifoncpq under which it is. as affording any 



accommodation- of it to the circumftances of the Iriih diftillery ’ 
and regulations, matter of theory, and not experiment? — My ideas refpeCting the 
produce- in tlie Irifli diftilleries muft be conjectural ; but I am not aware of anyre- 
ftriCtion under which fpirit is made in Ireland, that would at all prevent the produce 
from the different proportions of corn that I have ftated being made. 

I underftand you to confider that as a relult of your theoretical application of the 
experiment to the exifting circumftances of Ireland, and not as refulting from tlie ex- 
periment iticlf?— I confider tlie experiment itfelf as furnifliing me with Efficient proof 
that the quantity of fpirit I have ftated might eafily be produced under all the Iriih 
reltriCtions. _ 

199. H From 
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3 ifr. Berra ell. From the fame defcriptions of corn which are ufed in Ireland, videlicet, oats and 

k v — * barley? — As oats are not ufed in the diftillery in England, I confider that the produce 

would be lefs per quarter ; but that the walli might, with oats inftead of barley, or 
any proportion of it, be rendered equally productive by increafing the quantity of oats. 

Suppofing a larger quantity of oats were ufed in confequence of their being cheaper 
• to fupply the place of a linaller quantity of barley, would it be neceffary to ufe a 
larger quantity of malt? — lam perfuaded by no means ; this is not conjecture, having 
ufed oats twice by way of experiment, that I might alcertain their real value. 

You have l'tated that you Ihould confider one-tenth of malted com as fufficient to 
.produce the quantity of fpirit you have mentioned under the Irilh regulations ; do you 
mean to apply that anfwer to the whole year, or only to a particular feafon?— - 
.Throughout the whole year. 

You have' dated as your opinion, that you could work under the Irilh regulations 
: with one-tenth of nmlt; have you the lealt doubt that you could do’ it to a certainty 
■with one-eighth inftead of one-tenth? — I have not the leaft doubt of it, nor of that 
which I have already ftated. 

You could not do it under the Englilh regulations ? — It would be impoffible under 
f the Englilh regulations, where a rich walli is required. 

Is it beneficial to an Englilh diltiller to be under the Englifh regulation of a rich 
wva!h, compared with the Irilli diltiller: — Certainly not, as -far as the expence of ma- 
terial in his manufacture goes. 

Would the allowing the Englilh diftiller to work under the Irilli regulations, give a 
-greater facility to fraud upon the revenue ? — I think the regulations under which 
fpirits are made in Ireland totally inadequate to the collecting that duty which the 
Legillature has thought lit Ihould attach on fpirits. 

Would it give him a greater facility as to profit? — I have already ftated that the 
. produce from the corn, if the proportion of walh was unlimited, would be greater, 
and confequently afford a greater profit to the diftiller. 

To what circumltances do you attribute the extenfive frauds which are praCtifcd 
in Ireland? — The want of vigilance in the excife officers in Ireland, and the deficiency 
in the calculation as to the. produce of Ipirits from walh, and the number of doublings 
. required in a given time. 

I lave you made -any calculation- of the comparative work of ftills of various fizes, 
.and under the cxifting legiflative regulations, in the different parts of the United 
Kingdom?— I have; in England the Hills generally ufed are large, the law compels 
them to be- charged three-fourths for every time the ftills are ufed. I now fpeak of 
1 tills of 7, out) gallons; thole ftills can with eafe be worked off’ forty-eight times in 
everv twenty -eight days; I take that limit that they may bear fome comparifon with 
, the regulations under which the Irilh diftillery work, which will be equal to thirty-fix - 
times the whole contents of the ftill: in Ireland, a (till of 1,500 gallons (I take that 
size becaufe it is the medium in the table in the ACt, by which a certain number of 
doublings are required to be made) is worked fixty-two times in twenty-eight days, 
and five-lixths full is the regulation, which will be about fifty-two times, the whole of 
its contents: in Scotland, the ftills are finall, a fifty gallon Itill ’works 5,040' times in 
twenty-eight days, they are charged but about half) of couvfe they diftil 2,520 times 
the whole contents of the Itill in twenty-eight days. 

Is your calculation made upon the working day and night ? — Yes. 

Do you mean to fay that the Irilh ftills work filty-two times their contents in twenty- 
-eight days? — I underftand that to be the regulation by law. 

You lay that the Englilh ftills work forty-eight times in the fame period of time? — • 

‘ That they can be worked fo with eafe ; they do not work fo faft as that ; we are only 
compelled to work five times the week, which would be but twenty times in twenty- 
- eight days. 

The Irilh ftill, of courfe, can work more than the Englilh ftills ? — -Small ftills will 
certainly work more in proportion than the larger ones. 

Then 1,500 gallons, which you take to be the medium of the Irilli, can work more 
than the Englilh ? — They can work more .than the large ftills of England in a certain 
time. 

Do you mean, that in proportion to the fize of the ftill, the Irilli diftillery works 
. more than the Englilh ? — Unqueftionably, in proportion to the fize of the ftill. 

Then, is not the Irilh ftill better for the revenue? — If the regulations- were equally 
■ enforced in Ireland, more duty would be paid in proportion to the capacity of the ftills ; 
but it by no means follows that more would be paid upon the gallon of fpirit produced, 
jsthe charge ..not being, entirely 1,1pm the ftill. 

• Can 
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Can you form any opinion whether there are more gallons of fpirits paid for in Mr. BenvotlL 

Ireland in proportion to the contents of the ftills in Ireland, than there are in England 

vjn proportion to the contents of the ftills in England? — I have no doubt that 
there are. 

If lb, do not you think that the revenue of Ireland receives more from the diftillery 
in proportion to the contents of the ftills, than the revenue of England does ? — Cer- 
tainly, more in proportion to the contents of the ftills than in England, but which, in 
my opinion forms no criterion of the duty being paid that is chargeable by law in 
. either country. 

Would you think it under thefe circumftances prudent in Ireland to give up this 
■ fyfttem of diftillery, in order to adopt the Englitli ? — If the fyftem that prevails in 
England could be adopted generally in Ireland, I fliould think it very beneficial to the 
revenue, but that fyftem is connected not only with the lizes of the ftills, but with the 
due enforcement of the payment of -the duty which the Legiflature intended to attach 

• upon fpirits. 

Do you apprehend that, the regulations of Ireland, if adopted in England and en- 
forced, would be beneficial to the revenue? — I think they would not benefit the reve- 
nue. I do think that a fmall portion of the grain now confumediuthe diftillery would 
not necefi’ariiy be ufed, bec-aufe more fpirit would be made from any given quantity 
of grain. 

Would it injure the revenue ? — I think if the Irifh regulations were connected with 
the due enforcement of thofe Taws, it would be no diminution of the revenue in 
England. 

Do vou not apprehend, that if the Irilli regulations were enforced in England, they 
would be attended with the due enforcement of the law?— From the known vigilance 
of the Ex rife Board in England, I have no doubt but. that the Iriili regulations, or 
any other that the Legiilature might think fit to adopt, would be duly enforced. 

Then upon the whole, your opinion is that the Irith regulations, if adopted in 
Eno-land, would not injure the revenue, and would be beneficial to the trader ?— I 
- conceive they would be beneficial by faving a fmall proportion of corn, as I have 
before ftated. 

What would be the conference with refpeet to the revenue, if the regulations now 
exifting in the Lowlands of Scotland, were introduced and enforced either in Ireland 
or in England ? — If thofe regulations were introduced in England, I conceive for a 
while an increafed duty would attach upon fpirits, the manufacturers not having been 
accuftomed to the rapid mode ©f diltillation, the trade under thole regulations would 
not be at all profitable; but could thofe regulations be adopted in Ireland, and the 
duties attending thofe regulations fully collected, I have ko doubt that the revenue 
would be very confiderably benefited in that part of the United Kingdom. 

In the Statement which you have delivered in, you fay that the regulations for 
collecting the new duty on malt in Ireland, are in your judgment wholly Inadequate ; in 
what refpeCts do you confider thofe regulations as inadequate ? — The laws in connection 
with the additional duty on fpirit, in lieu of malt duty, allow the duty to be drawn back 

• on proof being given that a certain proportion of malt has been ufed m the manufac- 
ture, but that proof is no other, than producing permits, which it is underftood are 
etifily to be obtained in Ireland, and form no real proof that malt has been at all ufed 
in the diftillery. 

Are you fure that there is no other proof required ? — I believe the law ftates that 
the production of permits to the fatisfaCtion of the Officer of Excife, ihall entitle the 
diftiller to draw back the amount of fuch duty. 

Without empowering the commiffioners to require any other proof? — I believe upon 
foe fatisfaCtion of the officer. 

That drawback was given in the courfe of thelaft year? — In the ceurfe of the laft 
feffion of Parliament. 

Was there a new dutv impofed upon fpirits in the courfe ofthe laft feffion, in the lame 
bill which gave that drawback, or any change of duty?— -The duty was charged upon fix 
gallons of fpirit, fuppofing fuch fpirit to be made from malt, and the drawback allowed 
as if all malt had been ufed in the manufacture of that fpirit, I think the proof refting, 
as I have before ftated, upon permits being thewn to the fatisfaCtion of the officers. 

Was the calculation upon which the drawback was allowed on malt on the fuppofi- 
tion: that one barrel of malt made fix gallons of fpirits? — I believe that was the calcu- 
lation, which I have ever confidered a moft erroneous one. 

Was the new regulation impoled upon fpirits to this effeCt, that the diftiller was 
Objected to pay a duty on his fpirits, after the rate of fix gallons for every barrel of malt 
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enwgii aod on tlie fuppofition that he ufed nothing but malt : — I believe that Was the defign, 
r ' - ' ) but- its operation appeared to me to be totally different. 

Was that the enactment of the. law ? — Thai was the enafitment. 

The diftiller then is charged with an Excile duty upon his fpirit, and with an Ex- 
•eile duty equivalent to the whole of the malt duty on the fuppofition that he ufed no- 
thing but malt?— That I believe was the law. 

Was the diftiller allowed to let off, againft that charge, the duty that he could prove 
to have actually paid upon the malt that he ufed in the diffilleryr — I have before ltated, 
that, by law he is allowed fo to do. 

Do you apprehend that, that was a favour to the diftiller, or any advantage to him, to 
charge him upon the whole of the malt duty, and put him under the neceflity of dil- 
charging.himlelf only hy proof of what quantity of malt he had paid for ? It the laws 
for levying the duty upon malt w T ere duly enforced, and the proof that the required 
quantity had been ufed could not be evaded, it would certainly be no benefit to 
the diftiller to have the lpirit charged in the firft inftance, and to be allowed to draw 
••back upon proof off the duty being paid. .... , 

What. is the countervailing duty in Ireland on fpirits imported from England.-' Ac- 
. cording to the law of the laft feffions, five ihillings and eight pence per gallon on com 
•fpirits. 

Is the diftiller, by the law of the laft feffion, obliged to pay down five Ihillings and 
„ e io-ht pence for every gallon of fpirits that he makes ?— I conlider not. 

°Is the diftiller, by the law of the laftfeflion, obliged to pay four Ihillings excife upon 
every gallon? — If there is no allowance of 16 per cent, upon ftills of certain deferip- 
tions, four ihillings is -the quantum of duty ftated by law, but the fixteen per cent, on 
hills of certain deferiptions yet continues in Ireland : if thofe allowances are difeonti- 
-nued/five and .eight pence is the duty payable by law on a gallon oi fpirits made in 
Ireland. . 

Was five iliillmgs and eight pence the duty payable by law prior to the laft feffion, in 
-Ireland? — It was not; four ihillings and ten pence was the duty intended to be col- 
lected prior to the laft feffion of Parliament. 

Was there an additional duty then laid on of ten pence? — Yes. 

Under what confideration was that done? — As an additional malt duty. 

Was there any additional malt duty laid on? — No duty on malt immediately, but 
• on fpirits, ' fuppofmg them to be the produce of malt. 

Do you not believe that that additional ten pence was laid on in that manner, as in 
, effect, an additional duty on malt?— I have no doubt of that. 

There was no additional duty on malt? — There was not. 

There was an additional duty of ten pence in confequence of the malt duty ?— With 
an. intention, I have no doubt, of better .collecting the real tax on malt than it could 
othenvife be done. 

What was the incumbrance ill ppofed. to affefit the feller of fpirits in Ireland prior to 
that time, -from the malt duty ?— In Ireland it was fuppofed ten pence per gallon, in 
England it was fuppofed that no incumbrance: to that amount did attach upon the fpirits 
•in Ireland. 

The fuppofed incumbrance in Ireland was ten pence per gallon from, the malt 
duty ? — It was fuppofed fuch in'Ireland. 

Was not that fuppofition upon. the. calculation that one-half malt only was ufed? — 
It was fo ftated in Ireland. 

If then the whole was malt, the fuppofed incumbrance would have been twenty 
pence? — According to the calculation of one -half, it undoubtedly would. 

Was not the additional ten pence laid laft feffion upon the fuppofition, that the whole 
material uied in the diftillery was malt?— It was fo fuppofed in Ireland. 

Was not the drawback upon the export of fpirits in confideration of the malt con- 
fined by the regulation to the proof of the quantity of malt uled, and to.no other?— 
I believe is was to the proof I have before ftated. 

Was not that whole regulation calculated to prevent the diftiller from receiving more 
malt duty than he really had confumed malt? — If the proof of malt having been ufed 
.could. have been an adequate proof, it certainly would have been a defirable thing. 



Jovis « 
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Jew's, 27" afeV / Iprilis 1809. 

Lord Binning in the Chair. 



JOSEPH BENWELL, ESQ. 

r IN voar * printed Statement, you lay you are of opinion that the fyftem Mr. Benwell. 

•of collt&ing the internal duty upon 1 'pirits in Ireland is inefficient; what are 5 ■ 

your realons for that opinion, and how do you reconcile it with what you ftated 
yelterday r — Tiie principal objection which I have to the fyftem, and which is a fun- 
damental one, I conceive is, that there is no ftrength of fpirits in connection with the 
produce that is required in Ireland. Refpe 6 ting what I ftated yetlerday, I did, amidlt 
the number of queftions that were put, make ufeofthe word “ regulations,” iriftead of 
the word fyftem, in feveral places. The regulations under that fyftetn appear to me 
..to be verv inefficient. By thofe regulations I mean, fitch as the number of doublings 
required in a given time, and the proportion of fpirits required to be produced from a 
: cvivcn quantity of vvafn ; thofe I conceive to be regulations under the general fyftem, and 
■which I confider to be wholly inefficient : by far the molt refiriclive part of the regu- 
lations of Ireland I confider to be, that which requires the walh to be diltilled in fix 
: days ; and if the management of the revenue in Ireland was at all fimilar to that 
which is pra&iied by the Board of Excife in England, I am perfuaded regulations 
might lie adopted fully calculated • to lecure the revenue upon fpirits without that re- 
Itridtion ; and if that vigilance is wanted in the revenue departments in Ireland, a fact 
io very generally admitted, 1 confider that reltriclion to be inoperative, and wholly 
ulelefs. 

You ftated vefterday, that you think that if the Iriili regulations, by which you now 
•fay you meant fyftem, were connected with the due enforcement of thofe laws, it would 
be no diminution of the revenue in England ; do you, upon the whole, conceive it 
would be delirable to introduce the Irilh fyftem into England f — I think it would, be 
by no means defirable; 1 confider the fyftem of collecting the duty in England as 
preferable, by its being calculated wholly upon the manufacture in its molt bulky 
itate ; and which, under the vigilance of the Engl i ill Excite Board, I think by far a 
better way of collecting the duty. Under a lax fyftem of executing the Excil'e laws, 

I conceive that to be a dangerous fyftem. 

Do you think it would be advantageous to the revenue to introduce either the 
Irilh or the Englifh fyftem into Scotland ? — The Irilh fyftem, as I have before ftated, ' 

I think not a perfcCl one, and I ihould think it not advifable to introduce that into 
Scotland ; the Englilh lyltem was rifted upon in Scotland for a number of years, and 
the effeCt was, that little or no duty was collected: In the year 1786, the alteration 

•was tirft made of charging a duty by way of licence on the ftill in Scotland ; it was 
then very partially laid oh the ftill ; arid the ingenuity of the traders in that part of the 
United Kngdom increafing with, their attention to work their ft il is with greater ra- 
pidity, that licence duty has been inereafed to a very great degree, and which does 
•appear to raife a large revenue in Scotland, which is fo very different from what was 
experienced under the .fyftem at prefent prevailing in England, that I Ihould not think 
It advifable to introduce that lyltem there again. 

Do you think it would be advantageous to the revenue, when working for home 
•conlumpti on, to introduce the Scotch fyftem either into England or into Ireland? — 

The lyltem itlelf I think a more perfeCt one; and the regulations are generally, I con- 
ceive, better adapted for fecuring the revenue. How far it might be advifable to 
make fo thorough a change in the diftillery of Ireland, for the internal confumption of 
that part of the U nited Kingdom, I can lcarcely form an opinion ; I am perfuaded it 
would not be advifable to introduce it into England, as I have already ftated that 
under the vigilant management of the Board of Excite, the prefent mode is preferable. 

You ftated yelterday ' the produce of fpirit in two experiments, which you Itate to 
have been made in unfavourable weather (very hot weather) what, in your opinion, 
would have been the increafe of produce in the molt favourable leafori under the lame 
•cireumftances there ftated ?— The produce from the ftatements I made yelterday to the 
Committee, was feventeen and eighteen gallons per quarter from the corn. I con- 
ceive that if the fame corn bad been manufactured in more favourable weather, the 
produce would have been at lealt twenty gallons from the quarter. 

Do you conceive that the produce would have been equal if you had worked under 
the Iti'h regulations as to time, other cireumftances remaining the fame? — I have no 
doubt that the produce would have been equally great in favourable weather. 

j 99. I You 
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Mr. Ben well. You Hated that you conceived that under the Irifh fyftem, the quantity of foirits 

\ 1 required to be made from a given quantity of u afh might be obtained with as little as 

one-tenth of malt. In making that ftatement, did you mean at the fame time that the 
Irifii lyftem was luch that t!ie diltiller could obtain the drawback for a larger quan- 
tity of malt, and ufe only one-tenth? — I did mean to ftate that it was poflible, under 
the Irifh fyftem, to make an equal quantity of fpirit with only one-tenth part of malt 
and the regulation allowing the drawback remains the fame as if one-half malt had 
been uled, according to the calculation at the time of the Union, which I ftill think 
erroneous. 

Do you conceive that, under the exifting regulations in Ireland, a diftiller has the 
facility of ufing the linalleft poflible quantity of malt, and of making it appear to the 
revenue, officer that he has ul'cd the quantity ailumed by law?— I think lie has that 
facility. 

Explain in what manner r— By the proof required that he has nfed the malt in his 
difriilery being totally inadequate for that purpofe, in eonfequence of the permits 
being obtainable, and not being any proof that the malt has been uled. 

The regulation you (peak of is the regulation which obliges tile diltiller in Ireland 
to pay the duty upon his lpirits as if they were made entirely of malt r— There is liich 
a regulation ; the regulation I was fpeaking of was his drawing back the malt duty 
upon proof which proof is admitted to he fufficieut by bis producing permits to the 
amount of the quantity. 

I!y that regulation the diftiller is obliged to pay duty as if he had uled all malt?— 
Sych is the law. 

Then the fame law gives him a power of fetting off againft that, or in other words 
of drawing back as much duty as he can prove he has paid on the malt he did actually 
ufe ? — Y es. J 

It that regulation were carried into execution completely, do not von think it would 
totally prevent any fraud in the drawback on malt?— If it was impoffible for the dif- 
tiller to produce permits for mail: that he had not ufed, mid if thofe permits amounted 
to the quantity that the law admits die diltiller to fet off the whole of the duty by pro- 
ducing, there certainly would not be any fraud. J J 1 

As you do not think the pi oof fufficieut, what proof would vou deem fufficieut' 

In the article of malt it would be a very difficult thing to ftate what proof would be 
adequate, grain being fo nearly fimilar, that barley and malt may be uled together • 
and the proof of one having been ufed and not the other, would, I conceive ° under 
anv circumftanccs, be very difficult. 

Can you fuggeft any proof which you think would be better than the prefent?— I 
think that permits being Ihewn to the fatisfaction of the Exciie officer only, almoft the 
worft regulation that could be adopted. 

That being in vour opinion the worfr, can you produce any that would be lels bad? 
—It is poflible that if proof was neceflary to be given before the Commiffioners of 
Excifc, or it bonds were entered into, engaging to ule a certain quantity, or fome re- 
gulation fimilar, it might be more effectual, at leaft I think it would ' be preferable 
to thofe already adopted. 

Do you not think that the fyftem of obliging the diltiller to pay down the whole 
duty, and then forcing him to fet oil his malt duty againft it, is lets liable to fraud than 
if he paid down no duty, and was allowed to draw back as much malt duty as he 
could prove:— If no duty was paid in thefirft inftance, and a drawback allowed upon 
the malt that he might prove he had uled, I lhould think then that if the proof re- 
quited was until, ir to what it is now, the evils w ould be very nearly the lame. 

You flated yeftqrday that there was no further proof, nor no luriher regulation, to 
Mure. his not attempting to prove more malt than the quantity lie had uled, except 
folely the proof of permits ? — I am not aware of any other. 

Do you know that under the regulations of Ireland, a ftock account is kept with all 
maltftersr I underhand it was lb ; the dilcontinuance of it was recommended I think 
as by no means adequate to any good pui pole ; according to the fixth Report of the 
Commiffioners of Enquiry, it was recommended to be dilcontinued as being inadequate 
to the purpofe for winch it is defigned. 01 

Do you not conceive it now to be in force? — I am not aware whether it is or not. 

When was that Report made?— The early part of the laftyear. 

Then that regulation is in force if no law has been made in the courfe of the laft 
feffion to alter it?— Yes. 

Do you believe any law has been made in the courfe of the laft feffion to alter it?— 
No, I do not believe any has. 

✓ . If 
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If a flock afcount is kept with the maltfter, and he has only credit for the quantity Benivell. 

of permits he blues ; if a diftiller produces more permits to his account than tie has , 

credit for, is not that a check upon the diftiller in claiming credit for the malt he has 
ufed? — I admit that w ould be a check, provided the ltoek could be kept with any 
accuracy. 

The diftiller being bound by law-, when he claims credit for the duty upon the malt 

has ufed, to produce to the officer an account of the quantity of malt aftually 
mafhed or brewed by him, is not that a check over and above the requifition of per- 
mits ? — As the production of the permit is to be deemed the proof whereupon the 
diftiller is allowed to draw back the whole or any proportion to the extent of 
fuch permits of the duty originally paid, I confider the other as no additional check. 

If the account of the quantity ufed be neceflary to be produced at the fame time, 
would it be any additional check? — I confider no check at all. 

Do you know' that no malt can go into a diftiller’s inalli-keive without a permit? — 

I admit that that is the law. 

Are you aware that the diftiller, delivering fuch account and 'certificates of per- 
mits, is bv law to make affidavit to the truth of fuch account ? — If required to do fo 
by the Officer of Excife, I underhand. 

If the diftiller fliall claim credit for a greater quantity of malt than he has ufed, is 
he fubjeft to any penalty? — I was not aware that that regulation formed a part of the 
law, but as the proof depends entirely on the Excife officer, it does not appear to me to 
give any additional check. 

Do you not conceive that if there was a penalty, any body befides the Excife officer 
might prol’ecute the diftiller for the penalty ? — I am not aw are how any other perfon 
can be acquainted with the diftiiler’s returns, and with the production of permits, if the 
Excife officer is to be the judge as to the propriety of fuch productions. 

[The 10th claufe of the Aft of 48 Geo. Ill, cap. 78. vvas read to Mr. 

Benwell.] 

Are you of opinion that that is an additional check againft fraud, or to guard the 
demand?— As the whole circumftance of the liatement to be delivered, and the proof 
to be given by permit, is to go into the hands of the fame officer, I think they do not 
form two checks, and that anyone of them is totally inadequate to the fecurity of the 
revenue. 

Can you, upon the whole, fuggeft to the Committee any meafure that would be an ad- 
ditional check ? — At prefent, I lhould fay that connecting the tranfit of malt by permit 
does not appear to me to afford any kind of check to the commiffion of fraud. 

On what account? — Becaufe the flock of a maltfter cannot be kept with any ac- 
curacy. . 

, Explain why? — One principal rcafon for my faying fo is, that I read in the fixth 
Report the opinion of perfons whom I deem well qualified to judge of the buiinefs, bet- 
ter fo than 1 am, who am not a maltfter or a gauger of malt, that the fyftem of keeping 
an account of the ftock of malt is inadequate to the leaning the revenue upon it. 

Is that your foie reafon ? — That, with other ltatements which I have heard, gives me 
an opinion that it is not likely to be a check upon the fecuring of the revenue. 

Have you ever heard that it has been fuggefted in this country, to fecure the duty 
011 malt by the fyftem of permits ? — Yes I have. 

Have vou ever .heard the reafon why that fyftem was not adopted ? — The opinion 
generally” entertained, 1 underhand, that it would not prove a check to fraud, arifing 
principally from the great difficulty of keeping the- ftock of malt with any accuracy. 

Have you not heard as the opinion of all the practical officers of Excife who have 
been consulted upon that fubject in England, that the fyftem of permits applied to the 
collection of the malt duty, would rather tend to create a facility of fraud and evafion, 
than to create additional checks and lecuritv to that branch of the- revenue ? — I have 
heard that ftated as the opinion of thole belt informed in the mode of collecting the 
excife duties. 

Is the diftiller in England prohibited from ufingraw corn? — He is not. 

What regulation is there in England whereby to know what quantity of malt he has 
ufed, fo as to afceriain the proper drawback ? — There is no clircft one ; the mode under 
which he is compelled to make his fpirits requires him, as I have before ftated, to ufe 
a very confiderable portion of malt, amounting to fix quarters to a tun of fpirits. 

Upon what calculation of how much lias been ufed, is the drawback of malt duty 
made? — The drawback on account of duty attaching upon the fpirits in confequence 
of malt, w’as at the time of the Union, fettled upon the prciiimption that one-half, or 
feven quarters, were ufed in a tun of fpirit. 

He 
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Mr. 'Benvjcll. He draws back more malt duty than he is entitled to, and there is no mode ofafeer- 

2 ^ — ‘ taininf exactly what he is entitled to? — l Hated yefterday, in anfwer to a queftion given 

me the day before, that the difference in drawback ©n account of malt, between the 
prefumption that feven quarters had been ufed, and that fix quarters had been ufed, 
was three halfpence per gallon. 

l)o you mean to fay there is no fatisfaciory mode to fecure againft the Englilh dis- 
tiller drawing back more malt duty than he is entitled to ? — I coniider the mode prevail- 
ing in England to be the moft falisfucfcory againft the diftiller claiming a larger drawback 
•than the proportion he has ufed of malt entitled him to, not by any immediate enact- 
ment, but by the lyftem under which he makes fpirits requiring, as I before ftated, a 
larger proportion of malt. 

There is no direct enactment by which it can be afeertainedr— Not any. 

• Does not it depend in a great mealin'." on the ingenuity of the diftiller to claim more 
*>r lefs drawback than he would he juftly entitled to on the quantity of malt duty paid ? 

There may be a final l difference in the quantity of malt ufed by different perlbns in 

the manufacture of fpirits under the Englilh lyftem ; I do not give them credit for 
ingenuity, equal to making any very confidently lei's quantity air.wer their purpole. 

Then under the Englilh fyftem, all perfons receive equal drawback, let the quan- 
tity of malt ufed be more or lefs? — The drawback, as fixed at the time of the Union, 
has been encreafed in proportion to the encrealed duties upon malt, and which apply 
generally and not to any individual diftiller ; they all are entitled to drawback alike. 
Thev would all draw back alike if any fpirits were exported to Ireland, but that never 
having been the cale. from England, except in one inltance i'mee the Union, there has 
•been no drawback claimed but in that one inftance. 

Was that paid ?— It has not been paid. 

Why has it not been paid? — It was ftated that there was feme informality in the 
hupping, of them, and perhaps the realbn it has not yet been paid is, that I have not 
■been able to make the ueceffary enquiries at the Exciie Office, for I was the ihipper; 
it was thought by the Board of Exciie that fome bond was neceffary, which I was not 
aware of, nor am I now. I have no doubt the drawback might have been received' 
before this, if I had been able to make application in the regular way. 

If the Irifiv law with refpect to drawback on malt, was carried into complete exe- 
cution, would not the drawback vary according to the proportion each perlbn had 
ufed of malt, inftcad of being one quantity applicable to all r — If the proofs that the 
(Millers in Ireland feveruUy give to the J .xcife officers of malt being tiled, by permits, 
were fufficient, the rate of drawback would unquestionably be different in proportion. 

What was the gravity of the worts in making the fpirits, for which one-tenth part of 
malt only was made ufe of, and how low aid you attenuate the lame worts? — Eelpect- 
ino- the gravity of the worts, in which about one-tenth part of malted corn was ufed, 

I was not aware yefterday that I had it marked down in connection with the procefs 
-of brewing at that time ; on examining however, I find I have ; and though a different 
inftrument for ascertaining that- gravity was then in ule, I believe I can ftate it to have 
been 2 .51b. per barrel hea vier than wa-ev. The degree of attenuation I would with equal 
readihefs cominunicatc in anfwer to the honourable Member's quel'tion, were it in my 
power; I have not that particular noted ; I Ihould however fuppofe, that it was pro- 
bably to within two or three pounds per barrel of the gravity of water. 

if the duties on malt and fpirits uvre wholly taken off in each part of the. United 
Kingdom, what would be the eft'eCt of inch a meafore upon the price and confumption 
-of fpirits, the trade of the diftiller, the iiitercourfe of fpirits between the feveral parts 
-of the United Kingdom, and, upon the general fupply ofgraiu for the purpofes of. food? 
— Suppoiing the duties to be entirely taken oft' malt and. fpirits, the effect of Inch a 
meahire upon the price and confumption of fpirits I think would be, that the price 
bein<* thereby reduced move than two-thirds, a very confiderably larger quantity 
-would be drank, fo much lb, that I have no doubt but that the Legiilature would 
■deem it abfoluteiy neceffary to reitriCt by fome mode fuch exceffive confumption. I 
have been informed that more than -forty years ago (when the duty on fpirits was very 
low) the efli&s of the immoderate ufe of them were disgracefully evident in puffing 
-along the ftreets of the metropolis, as well as throughout the country generally. _ The < 
trade of the regular diftiller would be, I conceive, wonderfully increafed; the inter- 
-courfe of fpirits" between the feveral parts of the United Kingdom, I heiitatenot to lay, 
would entirely ceale, and the fupply of grain for the purpofes of food would be re- 
duced in proportion to the increalcd quantity converted into fpirit : in addition to 
which I take the liberty of hating, that the public revenue would fuftain a lots of 
about four millions annually. 
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Is it not your opinion that the increaled demand for grain for the purpofe of carry- ^r. Benwell. 

ing on fo extenfive a fyltem of diftillery, would contribute to increafe very confidcrably v 

the lupply of grain in luch a manner, that whenever a fcarce ieai’on lhould occur, 
there would be a much greater ftock for the purpoies of food than there can be in 
the country in the prelent lyftem of duties upon fpirits ? — I conceive that the effect 
might in a little time be felt by the price of corn increafing, and which confequently 
would be a ftimulus to the agriculturift to increafe his gi'owth. 

What do you conceive would be the effefit of taking off all duties upon fpirits, and 
continuing the exifting duties upon malt and beer ? — That the confumption of fpirit, and 
intoxication in confequence of it, would be lamentably increafed throughout the coun- 
try, and the confumption of beer of courfe diminilhed. 

In ftating the lofs to the Revenue to be four millions, do you mean the lofe upon 
Britilh-made fpirits, exclufive of the duty upon foreign fpirits? — I mean the duty now 
paid on the manufacture of Britifli fpirits in the feveral parts of the United Kingdom. 

Do you know what the amount of the duty upon malt and beer is? — I am not ac- 
quainted with it. 

Do you know the amount of the duty upon foreign fpirits confumed in the United 
I Kingdom? — I do not with any accuracy. 

What regulations, in your opinion, would be heft calculated to prevent illicit difril- 
lation in Ireland ? — I think it is but juftice to ftate, that in confequence of many 
very ufeful regulations that have been adopted within thefe three or four years, much 
of the illicit trade that was pra&ifed in Ireland has been checked. Much however 
remains yet to be done ; and I have no doubt but fuch laws and regulations will ftill 
be made, as wall, if a due execution of them be enforced, ftill farther prevent fuch 
practices. The regular diftillers in Ireland (whofe intereft it is, in common with that 
of the Revenue, to prevent fraud) can heft advife w hat regulations are neceflary, and 
particularly applicable to that part of the United Kingdom. 

Do you not think that the eftablilliment of linall licenfed Rills in Ireland, through 
the interior of the country, would be a more effectual preventative to illicit diftillation 
than any other that would be adopted ? — From the ftatements I have heard, I lhould 
fuppofe that it would be a beneficial regulation ; but I am totally unacquainted with 
that part of the United Kingdom, which made me ftate in the anfwer I have juft given, 
that the regular diftillers of that part of the country could heft advife w hat mealures 
• were particularly applicable to it. 

You made your ftatement relative to the experiment you made as to the fpirits you 
exported to Africa, on the fuppofition that wheat was not ufed ? — That was not an ex- 
periment that I preiented to the Committee, but a ftatement of a&ual work, in which 
certainly there was, a portion of wheat uled. 

Do they ufe wheat in Ireland in the diftillery? — I am not aware ; I have only un- 
| derftood from the honourable Member, that wheat has been prohibited ; I do not 
know whether they ufe it, I never heard that they did. 

Wheat produces more fpirit in proportion to its weight than either malt, barley or 
oats ? — Certainly more. 

I think you mentioned, that nineteen gallons of fpirit is the produce of one hundred 
gallons of walh? — It is rather under nineteen; nineteen is not produced on the average 
of the year's work ; eighteen three-fourths was the ratio of produce at which the coun- 
tervailing duty between England and Scotland was taken. 

Taking the inconvenience you reprefent the Iriih diftiffer to be under from being 
obliged to finifh his fermentation in fix days, and the general inferior quality of malt 
and barley in Ireland, do you imagine that nineteen gallons would be a fair calcula- 
tion for the produce of the Iriih diltiller? — Under the prefent fyftem regulating the 
Iriih diftillery, it certainly would be a very improper quantity ; the duty not being 
calculated on the walh from wliich the fpirit is immediately produced. I do not ad- 
I mit the reftriction of fix days for fermentation to be any very great evil to the Iriih 
diltiller in connection with the lyftem under which he works ; the quality of the grain 
I am not at all aware of, therefore I cannot form any pofiible conjecture refpecting 
its proportionate produce. I have heard that as fine corn is grown in Ireland as in 
any part of the kingdom : it is oats I underltand which is generally ufed in Ireland, 

. which I have ftated to be as from fixteen to eighteen compared with that ol barley. 

What is the general quality of Iriih malt and barley as compared with the Englilh ? 

— I cannot form any opinion upon that, the iatercourfe in corn is very ealy between 
England an d Ireland, coniequently the fame may be ufed in both parts of the United 
Kingdom. 

May not the Englilh difiuller commence and flop work when he thinks proper in the 
•• courfe of the year? — Yes, he may. 

199. K May 
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Mav not the Enolith diftiller work for as many or as few months in the year as he 
Mr. Bam*. thi ™y n ™“,_N" ot esaaly fo ; when he once commences work he » compelled by 

“ law to continue that work for the fpace of three months, or to perform a certain quan- 

titv of work within that time ; we are not compelled to work more than three months 
in the year which lince the Union, at one time was a very great convenience to the 
Enofilh trade : had we been compelled to have worked much longer, the ipints that 
would have been produced muft have been kept a long tune mftock, as the Inlh, to a 
verv Treat degree, fupplied the Englilli demand. - , T 

You are not under any check in England with reference to malt-dut, r— Not any, 

“ Dotfmak come to market in England without permit >-Yes it does uniformly. 

And the diftiller transfers it from market to his itores or dlftillery without permit . 

_ And tee 0 ? 'not any counter check kept by the officer as to the quantity of malt ? 

_ If'vou'wwk for exportation to Scotland, can you put a flop to your work at any 
neriod ; — We are then compelled to begin at a certain period ot the year m a home 
Larate and diftinafrom that ufed for the making ot fpints for the confuinption of 
Fnaland • lmviire fo commenced work, a certain quantum is required by law to bo 
made within three months : after the expiration of that three months, we are at 
liberty to withdraw our entry on giving fifteen days notice I think ; our regulations 
are fimilar to thole under which Scotland works for the market of England. 

Suppofinw an Englifh diftiller were difpofed to ufe a quantity ot malt in his diftll- 
lere which had not paid duty, what mode of dete&on is there ?-l he diftillers very 
ra7ely make malt themfelves: they purchafe that article at die public maiket, and 
whether it has paid the duty, or whether it has not, is quite unknown to them , if it 

has not paid the duty, they know of no mode of deteaion. ...... 

Does not the fame mode of deteaion exift with ref pea to the malt ufed m the 
diftillcrv both as with refpea to the maltfter making the malt and the perfon ufing it, 
as with refpea to the maltfter making malt for any other purpotc, or any other con- 
furner of it? — ■' The laws for caUeftiiig the malt-duty, I believe, are very much evaded 
in England • the deteaion of fuch illicit made malt in any branch ot trade I am not 

aware to be eafy after it has left the ftore of the maker. Thirty four ihil 

What is the duty upon a quarter of malt at prefent in England . Thirty-four mu 

BD ?’hat "of courfe forms a very confiderablc proportion of the expence of a diftiller 
conducting his diftillery according to law?-A confiderable part though notacon- 
fiderably proportional part; it is about ten-pence a gallon upon the fpint. 

Then it would be very much to the intereft of a diitlller in England if he .were no 
deterred by his difpofition not to commit fraud, to ufe malt which had not paid the 
( 5 ilt y r It is certainly the intereft of the diftiller to ufe - malt at a low price m pre- 

ffiere^ny tiling in regulation to prevent your ufing any quantity of malt which 
has not paid duty, if yon can obtain it?— The regulations under which the diftillery is 

worked in England, do not at all relate to the duty having been charged upon the 
malt or not; it is an article that comes to the public market ; it is fuppoted to be 
with the duty attaching upon it, at which market the diftiller makes his purchafe. 

Where do you buy your malt generally? — In general in Mark-lane, which is fup- 
pr,ed frlthe y counties of Norfolk and Suffolk; fometimes alfo in fte neighbouring 
counties of Middlefex and Berkfhire, and in Surrey ; fometimes in Hertfordflnre . thoie 
are the places from which the diftillers generally purchale their malt. 

Does the price you pay for the malt correlpond with the price of malt charged w ith 
the duty --Generally it does : fince the duty on malt has been (o high as it now is malt 
of an inferior quality has fometimes been fo near the duty as could have left little or 

n0 MiW not rare hundeed gallons of wafh, made fufficiently ftrong to produce nineteen 
nations of fpirits, he fufficiently fermented by a (low careful procefs, unlimited m point 
of la? to any fixed duration?— A hundred gallons of wafh, fermented «|thout any 
limit, will certainly produce nearly nineteen gallons of fpints according to the Enjuh 

Doe? ?tthis n i!nlindted'time for fermentation give ample opportunity, if the Englifh 
diftiller is lb inclined, to commit fraud by working off the liquor, and renewing the 
veffels with other wafh?— If there were no regulations to check fuch a difpofition on 
the part of the diftiller, the revenue might be endangered. 
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What regulations are there to check the difpofition, fuppofing he had it r — Hie re- A/r. Benwell. 

gularity of iurvey, the change of officers ; in thort, the general vigilance of the Revenue , j 

Board in England. 

You have laid very frequently, “ the vigilance of the Revenue Board, they are lta- 
tionary in London, are they not?— They are ; but they have various modes of pro- 
ducing vigilance in their officers. 

You mean by the vigilance of the Revenue Board, the vigilance of the officers 
employed by them? — The main fpfingis in Broad-ltreet, at the Excife Office. 

To how many diftilleries does this vigilance apply itfelf? — To all the diftilleries in 
England, which are about ten in number. 

Are you not infpe&ed by a fuccefiion of officers? — Yes. 

Do the officers know in what fuccefiion they fiiall infpefit you, or do you know in 
what order they fhall infpefit you ? — We have no knowledge of the order in which 
they ffiall infpect ; they are frequently changed. 

Do they infpect you at night? — At various times in the night. 

Neither you nor the officers who infpe&ed laft, know when, or- by whom the next 
infpe6tion will take place ? — No. 

In vour great diftillery, how many officers come to you within the courfe ot a day 
and a night ? — I believe there may be feven or eight furveys made ; I do not know 
the exa6t number. I know I meet an Exciie officer almoft at every ftep. 

Are there not alfo many legiilative checks to prevent the removal of walh from 
your premifes ? — There are very heavy penalties upon the removal of walh. 

Would not the lols by removing it be more than the duty that would be faved? — 

I think it would greatly exceed it. _ . 

Do you believe any perfon would infure againft the ri(k, for a confideration of tire 
whole of the duty? — I believe he would not. 

Could walh of the ftrength required in England be made to yield as. much fpirit 
as more diluted walh, by any time of fermentation whatever ? — Certainly it could not. 

Does not the Irilh diftiller, being obliged to work for a certain number of days 
fucceffively, and to make or pay for a certain quantity of fpirits within that time, add 
confiderably to his expence in labour, coals, and utenfils ? — The fyftem under which 
the Irilh diftiller works I confider by no means to require fuch rapidity as to occalion 
any additional charge of labour or fuel. 

Does not the rapidity with which the diftiller is obliged to work in Scotland for 
home confumption prove very difadvantageous to him ? — I believe the fyftem under 
which the diftiller in Scotland works caufes a very confiderable increafe, both m 
the-charge of labour and fuel. 

Can you ftate how much per gallon that may amount to? I am not competent 
to ftate what the increafe may be, never having l'o much as feen the rapidity of work 
that the Scotch are compelled to make. 

What is the greateft number of days in any one year you ever worked your ftill r • 

I think we may have worked it 250 days in the year. 

You do not work at nights? — We were formerly in the habit of working by night; 
but I found it, as I attended myfelf, much more convenient that the work Ihould be 
performed in the day. _ mv 

Suppofing your workings of thofe 250 days had been made according to the irilh 
regulations, would the amount of duty you paid be more or lefs than it was ? I ap- 
prehend that I ihould have proportioned the make of fpirit to the demand that I ex- 
pe6ted, whether I worked ftills of 1,500 gallons or of 7) 000 > I Ihould have endeavoured 
to make the fame quantity of lpirit, and if the regulations under the Irilh fyftem had 
been l'ufficient to colle& the whole duty, I look upon it the produce would have been 
juft the fame. , , r 

You have faid that at an unfavourable feafon of the year, the walh produced from 
one quarter of grain was attenuated to within two or three pounds of water, and pro- 
duced eighteen uallons of fpirit? — Yes. 

How much more would it have produced if it had been attenuated at the moft 
favourable feafon of the year ?— I have already ftated, that at a more favourable 
feafon of the year I confider that the walh would have produced twenty gallons from 
100 at leaft, inftead of eighteen. 

Do you apprehend that with refpea to reifying fpmts, the Irilh difuller labours 
under any inconvenience?— I am not aware that he does; I believe it is not the 
cuftom to rectify many fpirits in Ireland. , , . r . 

Do }ou know what the reafon of that is?— I have underftood that the Irilh prefer 
drinking the fpirits in their unrebtiiied ftate. - 
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In England all fpirits which go into confumption are rectified ? — Very generally fo, 
there are none I believe drank without, or fearcely any. 

Then it cannot be for the intereft of the Irilli diftiller to rectify in Ireland for ex- 
portation to England? — The law in connection with the ACt of Union provides that 
any fpirits compounded lliall pay a ccnfiderably higher duty upon their importation 
into England, lb much fo that it is not certainly for his advantage to do it. 

You ftated, that you think, in order to prevent the inequality which now exifts, 
that the fpirits lhould be made and exported free of duty, and then you add, within 
a certain number of days after they are made ; what number of days had you in 
your contemplation when you made that oblervation ? — I iliould fuppofe that it would 
be defirable that they lhould be exported within a month, allowing a fufficient time for 
the diftiller to find a market for his goods ; otherwile, an indirect advantage is given to 
the Irilli diftiller, by allowing him to keep his fpirits without the charge of duty 
upon them. 

That is your only reafon for thinking the time ought to be limited? — Yes. 



Veneris , 28° die Aprilis 1809. 

Lord Binning in the Chair. 



JOSEPH BENWELL, ESQ. 

IS it the practice in England for any of the public diftillers to make their own 
malt?- — In a very few inftances. 

How many inftances in the ten great diftilleries ? — I am not aware of more than 
three making any malt ; I am not aware that either of the other feven make any. 

May they not do it without your being aware of it ?— ' They may, but one of the 
three who does make any, which is myfelf, makes a very fmall quantity ; I never made 
more than 260 quarters. 

Are any of the Engliih diftillers in the habit of dealing with any particular maltfters, 
as their cultomers for their malt? — I believe not, excepting in one inftance; I think 
there is a houfe at Brentford where a great deal, of malt is made, and I believe they 
principally purchafe of one perlon what they do not make themfelves. 

What houfe is that ? — Smith and Harrington. 

Has not the price at which malt has been fold in England fince the laft increale of 
duty, been in a great many inftances lb low as to imply that fuch malt could not have 
paid the duty ? — I have heard that it has been. 

Do you believe that to have been the cafe ? — Yes, I do. 

Is there not a confiderable proportion of malt purchafed by the public diftillers in 
. England, which does not come to Mark-lane ? — I do not think any confiderable pro- 
portion of what is uled is purchafed otherwile than in Mark-lane ; confiderable quan- 
tities may be. Mark-lane is not only the general market for lliipped corn, but where 
the maltfters and fa&ors from different parts of the kingdom alio aflemble, and the 
general place of purchafe. 

Is it purchafed at Mark-lane by fample, or does the whole of the malt come to 
London, which is fold to the diltiller? — It is purchafed at Mark-lane by fample ; the 
malt that comes coaftwile is of courfe worked from the lliips in the river; that from 
the Welt Country is frequently left, as it comes down the Thames in barges. 

Is the trade between the diftiller and the maltfter in Mark-lane carried on direddv, 
or through the medium of a factor ? — In almoft every inftance through the medium of 
a fadtor. 

Is it the pradtice for the diftiller to purchafe malt diredtly of the maltfter ? — Not 
very often. 

Is not the fadtor a perfon fo well known both to the diftiller and to the maltfter, 
that, unlefs for the convenience of trade, in point of tadt it is the fame thing almoft 

whether 
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-whether you deal with the maltfter directly, or through the broker?— The fador is Mr. BemvelL 

very generally well known to botli buyer and feller. . It is the cultom of the trade to i ^ * 

purchafe through the medium of a factor for general convenience. 

Is there any criterion by which the diftiller can judge when he makes a purchafe of 
malt, whether the malt he fo purchales has actually paid the duty or not ? — 1 am not 
aware ot any criterion that could be at all accurate in forming a judgment, whether 
I the duty had been paid upon the malt or not. I have generally underftood that 
malt fraudulently made is feldom of the very belt quality ; the evading of the duty 
being more an object to the fraudulent maltfter, than making a good commodity. 

r l hen I underhand that the only criterion is the luperior quality of the malt made 
lawfully over that which is made unlawfully? — That is the only difference that I 
know of. 

Do you know by what means the malt duty is principally fuppofed to be evaded in 
England ? — I am not fufficiently acquainted with the mode of making malt to form a 
| judgment as to the period of proeefs in which tlie duty is evaded. 

What diminution in point of price will it make in the fpirits per gallon, provided 
thole fpirits were made without the thirty-four drillings and eight-pence a quarter duty? 

— Ten pence per gallon. 

Do you not conceive that it might become the intereft of the diftiller to make his 
fpirit ot a malt that had been illicitly manufactured of an inferior quality, in confe- 
quence of the inferior price at which it could be afforded him by the nraltlter from 
the non-payment of duty ? — If the inferiority in price was very confiderable, I think, 
notwitbftanding its quality, it might be advantageous to the diftiller. I can ftate, that 
I have never met with fuch a circumftance. 

Do you not conceive that the difference of price occafioned by the non-payment of 
duty would be fuch as to afford a fufficient bonus to the diftiller for making ufe of 
illicit-made malt, although of inferior quality r — The difference of the wiiole duty I 
conceive would. 

Do you believe that it is the practice of the diftiller to buy the beft malt, or the 
cheapeft lie can obtain? — We generally buy malt of the beft quality, finding that to 
be the cheapeft. 

Is the price at which an illicit maker of malt is likely to difpofe of it at Mark-lane, 
a fufficient reduction of price to induce a diftiller to prefer it to the beft malt at a 
higher price ?— I Ihould think it would not. 

Docs malt, being fold by fainple in Mark-lane, neceffarily imply that the duty has 
been paid ? — It does not neceffarily imply it, certainly ; it is an open market, and 
unlefs there is reafon to fuppofe to the contrary, it is fair to fuppofe it comes there 
with all the incumbrance upon it which the law intended. 

Is it poffible for an entered maltfter to evade the whole duty ? — I am not well 
acquainted with the mode of manufacturing malt ; but I Ihould think not. 

Suppofing an illicit maker of malt to evade the duty, is it probable that he would 
reduce his price in the market more than would be fufficient to fecure him a fale ? — • 

By no means. 

The quality of malt which has not paid the duty, being inferior to that of malt which 
| has paid the duty, would the advantage to the diftiller, by ufing the former, amount to 

the full fum of ten pence per gallon, tire inferiority in point of quality being con- 
fidered? — Certainly not. 

Would not an illicit maltfter, by reducing his price more than was fufficient to 
| procure a fale for his malt, be likely to betray the circumftance of his having evaded 

| the duty in making it ? — I Ihould think he would. 

Would that prevent the diftiller from buying his malt ? — I have before ftated that it 
| is the praftice to buy through the medium of a faCtor, and that the belt malt is generally 
| found the cheapeft for the diftiller to purchafe. 

Will you caft your eye over that paper (a paper being fliewn to Mr. Benwell) ; this 
| purports to contain the prices of malt at Mark-lane for a certain period ; can you 

j fpeak to its corrednefs ? — I dare fay the prices are correct : it is a twelvemonth 

I fiuce ; but I recoiled luch prices being given. 



* 99 - 
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[The following Paper was read.] 

Prices of BARLEY and MALT from Norfolk and Suffolk, as fold in Mark-lane. 



1808. 






January 4th. — Barley 42/ to 45/ 


Malt 68 / to 7 6/ 


February ift. - - 


42/ - 4 -/ 


- - 6? / - 79 / 


March 7th. - - 


42/ - 45/ 


- - 68/ - 7 -V 


April 4th. - - 


42/ - 47/ 


- - 68/ - 75/ 


May 2d. - - 


44/ - 49/ 


- - 72/ - 76/ 


June 6th. - - 


4.-)/ - 49/ 


- - 72/ * 76/ 


July 4th. - - 


42/ - 4*7 


- - 68/ - 74 / 


Auguft ift. - - 


461 - 48/ 


- - 70/ - 74 / 


September 5th. - - 


44 / - 45 / 


- - 72 / - 7 <y/ 


October 3d. - - 


43 / - 45 / 


- - 76/ - 80/ 


November 7th. - - 


46/ - 5 V 


- - 82/ - 88/ 


December 5th. - - 


42/ - 4 *>/ 


- - 82/ - 85/ 


1809. 

January 2d. - - 


42 / - 47 / 


- - 76 / - 82/ 


February 6 th. - - 


40/ - 47 / 


- - 80/ - 82/ 


March 6th. - - 


40/ - 48/ 


- - 80/ - 82/ 


April 3d. - - 


49 / - 47 / 


- - 75 / - 8<!> 




682. 731: 


1177. 1256. 


Average price of Barley 44 / 9 - 


Average price of Malt 76/. 


Charges -of manufacture 


3 / 4 - 




Duty - - - - - 


34 / 8 . 




Profit 5/ per quarter - 


V 





87 / 9 - 

Average price of Malt - 76/ 



1 1 / 9 - 

Making a lofs of more than one-third the duty.* 

Do you confideryourfelf a competent judge of the comparative powers -of large and 
Email fulls?-— Certainly not, from experience. 

Could you give any ftatement relative .to what, m your mind, would be a fair 
charge. from 200 up to 1500 gallons for comparative work? In confequence of the 
queftion the honourable Member put to me yefterday, I have looked over the fcale 
of fizes as connected with the regulations in Ireland, and it appears to me that the 
relative proportions from the 200 gallons up to 1,500, areas correct as they could be 
fuppofed to be ; without abfolute trial, I think the very large ones of 3,000 gallons would 
not be worked off fo many times, in proportion to the 1,500 as it -is there hated. 

You have ftated in your evidence, that you made fpirits for the African trade, m 
the years 1786 and 1787? — Yes. 

What was their ftrength ?-rOne in feven under hydrometer proof, the proper ex- 
portation ftrength. . , . , , 

Was their quality in making, fuch as would have anfwered for the home conlump- 
tipn of Great Britain ? — They certainly would have anfwered for home confumption. 

A fter having been rectified ? — After having been rectified in the ulual way, cei tain.y, 
as well as thole made for home confumption. , 

You have mentioned as one of the eircumftances wherein Ireland has an advan- 
tage under its regulations, that there is no limitation of ftrength; it fpirits were charged 
irirlreland according to their ftrength, leaving the prefent duty at one to ten, would 
it not remove your objca.ions?— That would remove certainly what 1 have a ready 
ftoted to be a fundamental objection to the iyftem ; the various .regulations would lull 
require verv confiderable alteration. 

I think you have ftated that fpirits are made in Ireland to twenty- five per cent 



above proof?— I have. . ........ 

And that the Iiilli diftiller has an advantage in mcreafmg the quantity o, lpints, 
by mixing a quantity qf water for the purpofe .of export, reducing them to the export 
ftrength ? — I have. 

When they come on this fide of the water, is not the duty charged on every gallon 



* See further Statement, p. 47. ►£* 
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of the water as well as the fpirit ? — Undoubtedly, becaufe there is a fixed ftrength at jVfr. Benmdl. 
which the duty is chargeable in England. _ e v t 

The duty is chargeable in England upon all the fpirit diluted with water, reckoning 
the water as lpirit? — Yes, and upon which water alfo the drawback is received in 
Ireland. 

The drawback being received in Ireland upon fpirit and water equally, the advan- 
tage that you apprehend the Irilh diftiller to receive, is, that he receives for as many 
more gallons of what he exports as there is water contained in the veffel? — Certainly. 

Were he obliged to pay duty exactly according to the ftrength he makes, would 
not that objection be removed ? — That objection would certainly be removed if the 
duty was really chargeable, and actually paid at the fame ftrength at which the draw- 
back was received. 

If lie mixes bis fpirits with water in Ireland, and draws back the Irifh duty, and 
brings that water to England and pays the Engliih duty, does he not thereby lofe the 
difference between the Engliih and the Irilh duty ? — Certainly not ; the price at which 
fpirits are manufactured in England allowing that water to be fold for as much as 
the Irilh diftiller pays duty for on importation. . . 

The Irilh fpirits coming into England are charged according to their ftrength in the 
countervailing duty? — They are. _ 

Engliih fpirits going into Ireland are not charged according to their ftrength ? The 
A6t of Union does not provide for fpirits being charged on any degree ot ftrength on 
importation into Ireland. 

If then they go into Ireland, they draw back according to their ftrength, do not 
they ?— 1 They do. . 

And they do not, when they land in Ireland, pay according to their ftrength ?— J 
believe they do not ; there have never been any exported from England but of the 
fame ftrength at which they have paid the duty ; but I believe the law is that they 
do not. _ , _ 



Do not you think that is an unfair ffifad vantage to the Irifli diftiller ?— If the Irilh 
diftiller was charged any given duty upon fpirits at any fpecified ftrength, and the 



Engliih manufacturer could import fpirits upon the payment of the lame duty at any 
degree of ftrength, it would certainly caufe a hardlhip to the Irilh diltillei ; but as 
there is no point of ftrength on which tlie duty is charged on ipirits in Ireland, there 
can be no reafon why there ftiould be any degree of ftrength on which the counter- 
vailing duty on importation fhould be paid. 

Is not the ground of your complaint againft the prefen t L illi regulation, that the duty 
being charged upon the fpirit without reference to the ftrength, in cafe w ater Ihould 
afterwards be added to lower it, and it Ihould be exported and the drawback ob- 
tained, a duty will be drawn back which never was paid r — Moft certainly, that is the 
ground of our complaint. ^ . 

What is the countervailing duty now payable in England? — Eight mil lings and 
two-pence halfpenny upon corn fpirits. 



Supporting you export Ipirits of a fuperior ftrength to one to ten, do you get an 
increafed drawback in proportion to the ftrength r — I confider the law asfuch. 

What is the countervailing duty in Ireland now? — Five flullings and eight- 



The drawback is of- courfe in Ireland five lhillings and eight-pence ?— Yes. 
•Suppoling the Irilh diftiller exports fpirits from Ireland of a fuperior ftrength, is he 
entitled to an additional drawback ? — He is, provided thofe fpirits really find their way 
into the Engliih market. 



Bylaw? — Yes, bylaw. 

To what amount?— The amount depends upon the extra ftrength, the countervail- 
ing duty being payable in England on fpirits at one to ten, and the drawback received 
in Ireland upon as many gallons as the duty is paid on in England. 

Is tli! re any initancc in which the Irilh revenue gives a drawback to the Irnh dii- 
tiller of more than five lliillings and eight-pence per gallon, let the ftrength be what 
it may? — I believe not; but the number ot gallons is increafed in proportion, 



it may-.-' — I believe not; but the number ot gallons is mcieaicu in pu^uv. 1 , 
to the ftrength ; that I believe to be the practice. 

You have mentioned in your printed Statement, that a confiderab.e propor- 
tion of the fpirits may be taken out on the paffage and confumcd on board, and 
by means of a quantity thus eleaping duty, a bounty is given to the Irilh diftiller ; is 
not there a manifeft given with every lliip ? — I iuppofe there is ; hut that ftatement I 
made horn the evidence of Mr. Choker before the Committee laft year, as 1 beiieve 

is noticed in my ftatement. _ 

Does 
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Mr. Baizvell. I >ocs not the manifeft declare the quantity put on board ? — Yes ; but not the 
*. _j quality. 

How can there be a change made, except a mixture be made in water on board 
the ihip ? — It may be made in water on board the thip. 

How can the Lilli diltiller gain by that?— The Iriih diftillers agent or fupercargo 
on board may. I Hated that from Mr. Crokers evidence before the Sugar Com- 
mittee iaft Seffion, thinking it good authority. 

You mentioned that the Iriih diltiller is entitled to 8 per cent, and 16 per cent, 
according to the Tr/.e of his ftill, that is, an abatement of duty ? — It is. 

Supposing that he was . to pay no duty on fpirits exported, there could be no abate- 
ment? — Certainly not. 

Then that regulation would not affect the export if there was no duty to be paid upon 
the fpirits exported ?— I nave particularly ftated that that affeas the import of fpirits 
from England, and not the export. 

It does not affea the export from Ireland? — It does notaffea the export from Ire- 
land, if the laws now enaaed were duly enforced ; but I allude to it as an indireft 
charge upon Engiilh fpirits imported to Ireland, which I believe will be found in my 
Itatement. J 

Upon the whole, are you ftill of opinion that the plan which you have mentioned 
in your printed Statement for regulating the intercourfe between Ireland and 
England, is the leaft objectionable? — Yes. 

With what view do you mention a certain number of days for the export of fpirits 
after they are made?— Hrat the diftillcr in Ireland may not derive an advantage from 
keeping a ftock of fpirits (which the diltiller in England does not poffefs) a longer time, 
without the incumbrance of a heavy duty upon them. 

Is that the only reafon for your recommending that? — That was the only reafon 
for my recommending their being exported in a fliort time. 

\v ould not that be perfedtly removed by putting the Engliili and the Iriih lyftem 
upon the lame footing as to time; in Ihort, neither the Irifti n6r Engiilh diltiller to ad- 
vance any. duty upon fpirits for export?— As far as that circuinftance extended it would 
certainly be putting them on an equality. 

You have mentioned that the fame hydrometer fliould be uled? — Yes. 

Have you any predilection for any hydrometer which is in ule, as you do not feem to 
like Clarke’s hydrometer ? — I believe in confequence of fome very accurate experiments 
which were made about four or five years lince, there was an hydrometer recommend- 
ed to be applied to general ufe;; I have underftood that that hydrometer is making, but 
before it can be taken into general ufe, it is necelfary that a number of them ftiould 
be made fufficient lor the traders in every part of the United Kingdom to be furnifhed 
w ith them, in order that the lyftem of equalization, as far as the hydrometer is concern- 
ed, might he obtained. 

That hydrometer you conceive might anfwer the purpofe ? — I Ihould think that hy- 
drometer may anfwer the purpofe ; it is Sykes’s. 

Do you know what hydrometer is uled in Ireland? — I believe there are two or 
three uled in Ireland lince the period I have alluded to (the laft three or four years) 
I believe Spear’s has been uled in many places in Ireland ; Saunders’s was, prior to 
that time, in very general ufe there. 

Can you form a belief whether Spear’s is the hydrometer required to be ufed? — 
I do not know that there is any particular hydrometer required by law to be ufed m 
Ireland.. 

Will either of thole hydrometers you have mentioned or heard of, anfwer accurate- 
ly for the meafurement of fpirits in all feafons of the year ? — It was judged upon the 
experiments that were made, that the inftrument recommended as made by Sykes was 
under ail circumftances, the moft correct, and ealily applicable to general ule. 

Is there any that is perfectly correct? — Perfect corredtnefs will fcarcely be ex- 
peCted, at the lame time that hydrometer w-as conlidered as approaching the neareft 
to it. 

\ ou have mentioned, that the lyftem there fpoken of, fupported by the 
neceflary legiflative regulations, ftmilar to thole which now regulate the inter- 
courfe between England and Scotland, appear to you beft calculated to produce in 
efti’Ct the reciprocity required by the ACl of Union, will you lhortly ltate what thofe 
regulations are to which you particularly allude ? — That fpirits Ihould be made in one 
part ol the United Kingdom for the confumption of the other, without any duty ex- 
cepting that which attaches upon the malt ufed in houies eredfced purpofely for Inch 
manufacture, and not applicable to any other trade at any feafon of the year; that a re- 
gular 
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.gnlar account fliould be taken of the wafti, a certain portion of fpirit required 'to be Mr. SenzoeS. 
produced, from that waih, a certain portion of work to be performed Whenever the v ^ ^ 

faittiliery is commenced ; that the fpirits, when manufactured, fhoul'd be carefully fe- 
• cured by . the officers of Excile till exported, and that fufiicient regulations Ihouid be 
-adopted whereby thefe fpirits, having been made without duty, and for the purpofe 
of exportation, fliould not by any means get into confumption in that part of the 
-country where they were made without paying the duty that attached upon the fpirits 
.manufactured for the confumption of that part of the country. 

W ould you allow the fpirits that are made for export from the one -country to the 
other, after being waiohoufcd for export, to be at any time, or under any circumfian- 
ces, taken out for home confumption, upon paying the duty which fpirits ter home con- 
fumption are fubjcct to, in cafes where there is no demand for the export ?-— Certainly 
not, becaufo that would be very- dilSmilar to the Scotch iyltein, which I take the liber- 
ty of recommending. 

Under the Scotch fyftem, is there an export of fpirits from Scotland to England 5 . 

There -is. 

Confiilerable ? — Confiderable. 

Is there any export, of fpirits from England to Scotland ? — Not any. 

Do the Scotch make their fpirits of their own corn, or of Englilli corn generally ?— Of 
the corn that is the belt in quality, I believe, whether the growth of England or Scot- 
land; generally I believe from England, fometimes from their own markets, a& 
the prices and qualities may van'. 

Are they in the habit of getting corn from England ? — -Certainly. 

Do they get the chief part from England? — That I cannot fay. 

I think you have faid that it would -not be to the intereft of ciiltillers in either part 
of the United Kingdom to export fpirits to the other, if all fraud upon the revenue in 
this branch of manufacture could be prevented, and a reciprocity in regulation eftab- 
lilhed; to what then do you impute that the Scotch diftiller, working under the fyftem 
you recommend, is able to export thatquantitv of fpirits to England, which you think 
would not be the calc if all fraud upon the revenue were prevented, and reciprocity in 
trade eftablilhed? — If no fuch fraud c.xifts in the manufacture of fpirits in Scotland for 
the market of England, it muft arile from the fuperior ikill of die manufacturers fa 
that part of the country. 

Do you apprehend that any fraud does exift? — It is impoftible for me to ftate. 

Is it not your opinion that great frauds do exift in Scotland?— My opinion might be 
very erroneous:; I recolleet I had the honour of giving an opinion upon the fame fub- 
jeft the laft.year: my opinion is, that unlefs there was fome fraud upon the revenue, 
at would not be to the intern!! of Scotch diftillers to lend fpirits to the Eu<di{h market. 

Then you recommend a fyftem for the -intercourfe between the two countries which 
by being l’ubjefit to fraud, creates an export from Scotland to England without admit- 
ting an import from England into Scotland?— I have recommended a fyftem, which, 

.accompanied by fa i table regulations, and thole regulations well enforced, in my opinion, 
would prevent all inteicourie between the different parts of -the United King- 
idom. 

Is the coal in Scotland cheaper than the coal in England? — I believe it is con- 
siderably. 

Might the Scotch diftiller, from that circnmftanGe, be enabled to manufacture for 
the Englilli market upon better terms than the Engliih diftiller, without anv fraud 
-upon the revenue? — As far as that circumftance extends, it would certainly be to the 
•advantage of the manufacturer in Scotland ; but when I Hate to this Committee that 
the whole expence for fuel in manufacturing fpirits in England is not more .than three- 
lialfpcn.ee per gallon, and alfo ftate that the freight and charges attending the bringing 
thofe fpirits from Scotland t© England would be four times that fum, I think that 
-cannot be a fufficicnt inducement to the Scotch diftiller -to continue this market. 

When you -ftate it as your opinion that fraud cxiits on the revenue an Scotland in 
regard to the fpirits brought into England, do you lpeak from any faCts you can fpecifv, 

•or only from -conjecture ? — I certainly have no facts, but infer it from the ltatc of 
the .trade. 

Do you fuppofe the Irifti diftiller buys his .fuel cheaper than the Scotch diftiller ?- — I 
am not aware, but I llipuld think not. 

Are you aware that Ireland is fupplied with coals for the diftillery from Great 
■Britain ? — I underftand they are fupplied from Great Britain. 

. Relore this lyftem, regulating the lintercourle between England and Scotland wasf 
introduced, was nut the f apply from Scotland luch as made it almoft hnpoffiblc to 
j *99- M continue 
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Mr, BenweH. continue the Englilh diftillery at all ?• — It certainly was till regulations fomethnvr 
— ^ — ■ — j limi.lar to the preient plan were adopted in the year 1 7 8(>. 

Since the effcCt of the prefent fyftem, the EngHfli diftiller has at leaft been able to 
meet the Scotch diftiller in the EngHfli market ? — The Engliih diftiller has certainly 
’•been able to retain a considerable portion of his trade, which, I believe, he would not 
■'have done if the ancient tyftemin Scotland had continued. 

Do you think if the prelent Irilh regulations continue, and the intercourfe is per- 
mitted, that the Engiilh -diftiller can continue his hade ? — I have no -idea that he can, 
for any continuance. 

Do you think that the permitting an intercourfe under the exiting regulations hi 
Ireland, has the efirift of giving great facility to frauds upon the revenue in that part 
vof the United Kingdom ? — I do think lb. 

For what realon? — I have already ltafed, that there being no fixed ftrength on 
fpirits in Ireland, it is impoflible to afcei-tain what the duty is, and the quantity of 
-ipirit 1 required by law to be produced in Ireland, from any given quantity of waih, 
being lo far beneath what may eafily be produced. 

Ilovv many charges are they required to make in Scotland for export to England, 
and for home corafumption? — For export to England they are rcftrictcd to a certain 
number of charges per week while they continue to work, which mult, be three months 
at leaft, after they commence; they are required to work their foils fix times per 
'week, four-fifths full, and to produce and export eighteen gallons of fpirit for every 
one hundred gallons of waih lo diliilled ; they mult work thofe fix times upon the 
average as long as they continue their entry, and they are not permitted to make 
ieven upon the average: rcfpe€ting the manufacture for the conllunption of Scotland, 
'the duty being kid in a great mealure on the content of -the ltill, a very -rapid inode 
of work prevails there neceflarily, and they are in the habit, as I before ftated, df 
-working thofe frills 1 80 times in 24 hours. 

You itate that the Irilh frills are not charged bylaw with workings up to their fuH 
•capacity? — I underhand not. 

What addition of workings would bring them up to their full capacity? — It is not 
poffible toftate accurately the number of charges that a ltill may work off; it has been 
•thought fit to increafe the number of doublings year after year, it is Hill admitted that 
they are beneath what may be worked, and poffibly, by gradual increafes ftill (if the 
faine fyftem iliould be puriued) the proper number of doublings may be belt 
rafeertained. 

In what proportion do you apprehend they are charged now beneath the quantity 
■of work they ought to be? — Not having been acc’uftemed to work finall frills. I can- 
mot ftate with any accuracy. I fhould think they might be charged nearly half as 
many more as they are, ninety times for fifteen hundred gallons, inftead of fixty-two, 
-and in rthut proportion down to 'two hundred gallons. I think the frills of larger 
dimetifions come nearer to what they are capable of working than the iinaller ones. 

You havefaid that fifty gallon trills in Scotland work 5,040 times in twenty-eight I 
<lays ? — Yes. 

And that they are charged only about half? — Yes. ■ ) 

Then the Trifh are charged nearer to their full contents than the (tills in Scotland? I 
— Undoubtedly, the fyiiem under wliich the Scotch diftillers work rendering itim- 
polfi ble to charge their frills fo high. 

Is not any inode of charging on the contents of the ftill, an extremely uncertain 
mode of levying the duty? — Very much fo; at firlt when the licence lyftern ?was 
adopted in Scotland, the licence duty per gallon was thirty lliillings, which was intend- 
ed to attach upon fpirits as a duty -of ten pence per gallon. The licence duty is now 
railed to £ 1 62. per gallon, which is admitted to attach on the (pint, by way of duty, 
only one hilling and l'even pence two-tenths. 

Luna, i° die Mali 180 9. 

Lord JBinning in the Chair. 

JOSEPH BEN WELL, ESQ. 

I eec. leave to ftate, that I have compared the Account of the Prices of AfJt 
.produced to me on Friday *, with my own purchafes for the correlponding period, as 
* Vide Evidence, pa^e 42. 
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■far as our purchaies continued, and I find the average by no means agree; my pur- Mr. Qwsxtt. 
chafes of malt produce an average price of 81*. 6 d. I alfo wilh to itate, that out of t ^ - -1 

tfixty-eight purchaies of malt made by my houfe, eight only were made dire&ly of the 
maltfter, of which the following is a lift-; 

•.A Of Flower and Co. - - 85/a 

Rufs - - - - 80/ 

•Hudfon - 86/ 

Flower and Co. - - - 86/9 

Iludfon - Syf 

Ditto - - - 87/ 

Flower and Co. *• - - 80/9 

Ditto - - 86/9. 

I conceive that the mode of drawing an average price from putting the loweft and 
the higheft prices together a moft erroneous one. It feems necefiary, in order to come 
to a fair average, that the refpe&ive quantities at the various prices (liould be con- 
sidered. From the beft .inquiry I have been able to make, I find that the maltfter 
adds 110 -fuch profit as 5/. a quarter to the 3/4. for the expcnce of manufacture. I un~ 
derftand that the 3/4. with the increafe of quantity by making the corn, covers both the 
expence of manufacture and the profit to the maltfter. 

I)o you confider an average of prices taken from your own purehafes, more likely to 
■be a corredt average of the market at Mark-lane, or thofc prices quoted in the paper 
produced to you on Friday ? — I have already taken the liberty of ftating in the paper 
the honourable Chairman has juft read, that ! think that mode of drawing the average 
is very erroneous, becaufe it is poffible that there might be a very fmall quantity at°a 
lower price, and a much larger quantity at the higher. It might happen the other 
way, that there might be a very imall quantity at the high price, and a larger quan- 
tity at the lower ; it appears to me, that that is a very incorrect way of drawing the 
average. The average I have ftated, is the average price per quarter of corn, taking 
the number of quarters as well as the prices of the different purehafes, which, as far 
as my purehafes go, cannot give other than a cOn edt average. 

Do you know how the average price of corn is made up for the London Gazette ? — 

I do not. 

Do yon know how the average price of fugar is made up for the London Gazette* 

■whether taking the quantities, or only the higheft and loweft ? — I underftaud it is by 
taking the quantities as well as the prices. 



WILLIAM A ITCH ISON, ESQ. 



State to the Committee the mode of working the ftills in Scotland -for home coti- 
fumption ? — We are under the neceffity of making the worts exceedingly itrong, 
being obliged to make 165 from one hundred gallons of waih, in the place of ten in 
Ireland, which makes a confiderable k>fs on the extrafit and fermentation ; then we 
are obliged to work the ftills fo rapidly, that we lofe a confiderable quantity of produce 
from the rapid mode of diftillation, being obliged by law to make four times the 
quantity from a gallon of ftill-room that they now do -in Ireland ; we make 2,02.5 gal- 
lons one to ten over hydrometer proof, in one year, from one gallon of ftill-room ; bv 
'that mode of working, we not only lofe a great deal of .fpirits in the extrafling it lo 
fapidly, but we are at three times the ex pence we lliould be at were we to work it at 
leifure, which I have ftated in the account I gave in. In extracting tire faccharine 
from the corn we are obliged to make the worts lb very ftrong, -that we cannot get 
out of it fo much as we fhould get by a tenth or a twelfth of the quantity if it was more 
diluted, which is upon the gallon of fpirits about fixpenee. 1 think' -it) the fermen- 
tation of that ftrong wafh we require from two-pence halfpenny to three-pence per 
gallon upon tire fpirits more for yeaft to ferment ftrong, than weak waih, and on 
•the rapid mode of diftillation we lofe full more than we did upon the extract from the 
corn ; indeed I have been fkort one-fixth, which is fix teen per cent. The ftill we work 
is very fmall, and we can charge it with only one-third, that is to fav, for one hundred 
gallons of ftill-room we charge thirty-three, not more upon the average; the lots from 
’diftilling fo rapidly I confider to be fully equal to fixpenee a gallon, if not more : we 
are obliged to charge our ftill eight times an hour upon the average, to enable us to 
Wiake the proportion we are by law bound to pay for, by this we run the riik of tak- 
ing it too loon off. The Englilh diftiller, on the other hand, charges only once in twenty- 
four hours ; we have three rilks of Ioffes in 1 00 gallons of wafh ; three times thirty-three 
being ninety-nine, and the EngHih diftiller has only one ritk in 1 5,000 gallons. On pur- 

pefe 
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pofe that we may riot put too much into the (till, or too little, before we begin to work, 
we meafure a certain quantity of'wafti which we fuppofe may be lufticient to work the 
frill properly, which we find in general to be about a third ; the vefiel which holds the 
walli hands on the fiill-head ; we put a mark in it, that neither more nor lei's (hall be 
put into the Hill ; if he puts in more, the head of the Hill a6ts as a iiplion, and takes 
fo much more out than ikould come; which i3 apt to burn the frill, that which is left is 
not fufneient for the prefervation of the full ; if we put too little, the ft ill is burnt out 
from that oaufe, the ltill never being above one inch and a half deep at the tides. I have 
two men conltantly at the fiill-head turning an engine to prevent its burriing, conftantly 
,1'tirririg it ; the bottom of the (till muft be kept conltantly as clean as any new’ vefiel 
in a brazier's Ihcp. We muft then ‘have a very large dil'charge cock ; tiie pipe is full 
of this wadi at all limes,' which is actually cold, and that is loft every time we dil- 
oharge our (till of the fpent wafli : that is one of the lofies from diliilling fo . rapidly, 
fo that we have three ritks every one hundred gallons of waih which cannot be avoid- 
ed, betides the lot’s that is occaiioned by ignorant workmen, or a flow fire, through 
which they may lofe on every charge half a minute, but which they make up by tak- 
ing the ltill oft' when it actually is not oft’. Another disadvantage is, that we are 
obliged to keep two lets of fix men each, the one for the day, and the other for the 
night merely to work that finull frill, by which I mean a frill of one hundred gallons 4 
two of them arc at the furnace; each charge of that ltill requires two frefli fires of coals ; 
two of the men are at the frill-head ; whenever the frill is charged, one of the men 
at the ltill-head with one hand is linking agamlt the head of the ltill, when it begins 
boiling up, and two men below itand with their eyes quick upon the man at the 
ltill head ; one of - them below opens the furnace door, and the other throws in frofti 
coals, on the fignal being given by the man at the frill head, r I here is another mau 
fits at the worm end, with aglafe ball and a tube to receive the low wine as it comes 
from the worm ; he has conftantly his ball in the tube to know when it links to a 
-certain part of the ball ; when the lpirits are about taken from that charge, 
lie calls out “ Still," which is a fignal for the other man ; one of the men who at- 
tends the furnace then turns the difeharge cock, which muft be done inftantly, the 
man below cries out “ Oft', ” when the mail above pulls up a valve for the purpofe of 
charging the ltill again with waih, and it muit he charged and boiling within three 
quarters of a minute, it does not take a fecond to fill it ; the lixth man is an extra 
man, I give him more wages, and lie takes the charge of .the reft, and fills up the 
place of any man when necefiarv ; we have two fe-ts ot men twelve-hours each.; 
they have no time to go out for a moment ; if they were even to i'peak during 
the time the ltill is going oft, it would he burnt, and that is one ot the Ioffes we are 
at ; it often happens to us, notwithitanding all our precautions, to have the Hills 
burnt, and our ltill is burnt out regularly in two or three months at furtbeft. 

What do you conceive the lofs upon the gallon from all tliefe caufcs? — In the year, 
1786, the licence was put upon the Scotch (HU, in lieu of all duties, at thirty (hillings 
a gallon ; in the year 1794 it was railed to three pounds; 1795 to nine pounds; in 
■1796 to eighteen pounds; from 1796 to 179S fifty-four pounds a gallon,: Then in 
1802 there was a duty put upon the wafli, of two pence halfpenny per gallon, /. 108. 
upon the frill, and iixpence upon the gallon of lpirits; in 1803 we .were railed 
to/. 162. upon a gallon of ftill-room, three pence three farthings upon the wafli, 
and nine pence upon thefpirits ; in iSoii the licence duty was continued at /.162. 
the duty upon the wafli was railed to the pence per gallon, .and one (lulling upon 
the lpirits. For near four years, the licence duty was fifty-four pounds ; during tiiat 
tim ", \ only made about one thonfand gallons of lpirits from a gallon ot ftill-room, or 
hardly fo much ; the duty then being only./. 54, in place oi £ 162, 1 confidered 
it more my intcrcft to pay additional duty, than lofe the material by rapid dif- 
tillation. The duty now as one iliilling and (even pence and two-tenths upon the 
gallon, and were I working now only in proportion -to what I did formerly, it would 
itand me in t‘:ree drillings and three pence. I found it my antereft .then to w ork at 
leifure, and pay licence duty; when the duty was laid upon the wafli,. at three 
pence three -farthings, it was a confiderable fum upon the gallomof fpirits, but lb much 
did I find it my intereft to pay duty, in place of lofirig material, I only made during 
that time twelve gallons and a half where I workji.fix.teen and a halt now, fo that the 
loft duty upon that is. four gallons. 

Y ou ltate that the fyltem of collefting-the duties by licence was adopted in Scotland 
in the yean 786; by what lyitem w ere the duties colle6ted previous jo that time r — 
1 believe -the Eriglilh fyftem; but I was not. in the trade till 1787. 

Has the introducing the ft item of licence been attended with -beneficial cffe&s rin 

.occaboning 
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occafioning the better collection of the revenue in Scotland? — It has; becaufe for- Mr. Aitchifon. 

merly, as I was told, they had Tent more Ipirits to England by permit than the duty 

was paid upon in Scotland altogether. 

Are the Scotch diftillers ever fubject to. an additional duty by not being able to pro- 
j duce the full per centage required by law ? — Very often. 

Do'you-rnakeycrur own malt? — I do. 

Are you under any reftriCtion with regard to the period of fermentation ? — None, in 
point of time. 

You can take any time that is required perfectly to ferment your walh, fo as to make 
it capable of producing the greatcft poffible quantity of l’pirit ? — Yes. 

Where do you generally purchafe your barley? — -Wherever I can buy it bed; 
fomctimes in Scotland ; but we buy a great portion of that barley in England. 

Is it the general practice of the public diftillers in Scotland to purchale barley, the 
growth of Scotland, or to fend to England for it? — I imagine they get part of both : 
there is not any diltiller near me ; and we have very little communication together, 
part of them being on the other tide of the Firth. I happen to live in a part of the 
country where we have very tine barley, Ealt- Lothian ; and on that account I buy a 
great deal at home : I always make a point of malting the beft barley I can find. 

Do you pay all the duty upon the malt ? — I never fmuggled a bulhel in my life; 
nor do I think it would be any diftillers intereft to fmuggle a bulhel. 

Why fo?— The reafon appears to me very plain; the higher degree of perfection 
we can bring the malt to, the greater the quantity of raw corn we are enabled to ufe 
with that malt; that is, in my opinion, the lofs would be more than double the duty 
faved : were I to attempt to evade the duty, the way I am furveyed, I ihould get what 
they call here, Steely malt, or w'hat they call in our country, Flinty malt ; and I muft 
take a fmaller proportion of raw corn than I do now. 

Do you happen to know how many licenfed frills there are in Scotland ? — I be- 
lieve about twenty-two diftillers in the lowlands of Scotland. 

Are not thofe licenfed Hills that have not the advantage of being in the neighbour- 
hood of a good barley country, in the habit of getting their barley from England ? — 

I Ihould think a good many of them ; were I in their fnuatiou, I Ihould bring a good 
deal of it from England. 

What is the fize of yotir corn frill? — One hundred and ten gallons before we put 
our ftill to work : it is meafured by water ; during the time it is worked it increafes ; 
feme little variation may happen ; and we are allowed by law only to increafe the frill 
ten per cent, even by replacing a new one. 

What is the general fize of the licenfed frills in Scotland ? — I do not know, but the 
loweft by law is forty gallons ; I fuppofe the higheft will not be above 110. 

Do you believe there are more above feventy than under it? — I dare fay there are. 

You are obliged to produce in the year 2,025 gallons for each gallon the ftill con- 
tains ? — We are obliged to do fo, or to pay for it. 

Until within thefe few years, had you not by law per million to diftil as much more 
than that as you were able within the year? — Yes, but I did not find it my intereft to 
-d o fo. 

You only paid duty for the 2,025, though you Ihould be able to-do as many more ? 

— If we made 4,000, we Ihould have paid no more duty; whether we made 1,000 
or 4,000, we Ihould have paid the fame duty. 

Then how do you account for it not being your intereft to diftil more than the 
2,025, "if y°u pdd no duty for the furplus? — For the reafon that I mentioned before ; 
that we loft as much upon the material by the extraordinarily rapid mode of diitilla- 
tion; for four years, there was only £. 54. per gallon ; and during that time I did 
| not make half fo much as the law now allows. 

Suppofing the duty to be paid entirely upon the fpirit when manufactured, and all 
legal refitraints in the previous operations to be removed, how often would you charge 
your ftill, and to what extent would you weaken your walh? — I would weaken my 
walh fo, as to produce only from ten to twelve gallons from a hundred ; and I would 
charge my frill fo as only to produce fix hundred gallons from a gallon of frill-room, 
which I believe is a great deal more than is now done in England or Ireland. 

What is the diameter of a ftill of a hundred and ten gallons ? — I believe about four 
feet and a half, or ftxty inches. 

I Are you reftricled from ufipg; wheat in Scotland ? — Sometimes we are, and feme- 

times we are not ; the law now prohibits it. 

You have uied wheat in your diftillery ? — Yes, but a very fmall proportion. 

Does it retard or accelerate fermentation ? — I think it. rather retards fermentation $ 

. . 1 99. N - • - ^ 
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Mr. Atiehifon. but after having tried the ufe of wheat, I difcontinued it, as being dearer in proportion 
, to the faccharine received from it, than barley. 

Can you ftate to what extent per gallon of fpirit the mode ofdiftilling practifed in 
Scotland for home conlinnplion, is injurious to tire diftillcr, on a comparifon, firl't, 
with the fyftem eftablilhed in England, and feeondly, with the fyitem eftablilhed in 
Ireland ? — I cannot lay as to England any further than the coals ; the quantity ot 
coals we confunie will be four times more in weight than it is in England, from the 
fame quantity of fpirits making. As to Ireland, fir ft, a lofs on the extract and fermen- 
tation, equal to five pence per gallon ; on rapid diftillation, fixpence ; extra quantity 
of ftrong wall), in place of weak, two pence halfpenny ; additional expence in making, 
by the rapid mode of diftillation, feven pence ; more malt we are required to ufe in 
Scotland than in Ireland, with the additional duty on that malt (the Scotch duty being 
twenty-nine {hillings and five pence per quarter, and the Irifli eighteen lhillings) five 
pence per gallon. Before the duty was laid on the wafh, I continued ta w ork the 
whole year; the laft year I worked the whole feafon was 1799, the duty was laid upon 
-wafh in July 1802, and from that day to this I have only worked during the winter 
months, and ftopped in the month of May or the firft of June, fo that the trade re- 
quires a much larger capital than it would otherwiie do, being obliged to make, in fix 
or feven months, the quantity for twelve, the licence duty being paid per advance, and 
the duty upon the fpirits and wafh at the end of four weeks. 

What is the expence of a ftill of 100 gallons?— That depends entirely upon the 
price of copper, it has rifen within this twelve months from fixteen pence to two 
lliillings and two pence ; I think it is about j£.So. a ftill colts. 

What is the weight of a ftill of one hundred gallons ? — I really, do not know ; that 
which I have mentioned is exclulive of the head, though the frill is burnt the head is 
not, that lafts for another. ‘ 

Is the general refult of your opinion, with refpc£t to the difadvantages under which 
the Scotch diftiiler carries on his trade, that he does carry on his trade to confiderably 
Jefs advantage than the Englifh diftiiler does? — r lhe i'trength of the wafh of the 
Engliih diftillcr, I prefer the Englifh mode of working to the Scotch. 

ft the general refult of your opinion, that the Scotch diftiiler carries on his trade to 
a greater difadvantage than the Engliih diftiiler does ? — I think he does ; as a proof of 
that, I would with the greateft pleaiure have the Englilli law applied to Scotland, and 
its fmall ftiils I would convert into a ten thoufand wafh ftill, and a five thouland 
-doubling ftill. 

You have ftated the greater confmnption of coals in Scotland, how much in the 
■gallon of fpirits does the price of coals ftand you ? — Twopence halfpenny. 

Do you know from your own knowledge, or can you fpeak from any experiments 
you have made, as to the facility of making fpirits without malt, or with a very fmall 
quantity of malt, provided you are at liberty to dilute the wafh as much as you pleal’e? 

• — Were I under no reftraint to make more from 100 gallons of walh than ten gallons 
•of fpirit, I never would ufe more than one-fixth of malt. 

Should you not ufe more than one-fixth of malt, provided you were obliged to 
difttil your waib within fix days ? — I would not ; I think the fermentation would be 
more facilitated by ufing that portion of malt, than any other I could adopt. 

Suppofing you were not reftrained to fix days, but were allowed as much time as 
you plealed, what would be the quantity of malt you would ufe ? I would not ufe 
more unlefs the corn was bad. _ . 

You would ufe one-fixth whether you were under the reftri&ion or not { I his 
depends upon the quality of the raw corn ; if it was a bad year, and the barley of in- 
ferior quality, we fliould then be obliged to ufe more malt ; if the barley was good we 
fliould ufe lefs malt. On the average of different years, taking one with another, I 
would not ufe more than onc-fixth. 

Do you fpeak from opinion, or from fafts? — I have not only opinion, but I have 
’occafionally tried it ; before we made fuch ftrong walh, we were not under the necef- 
frty of ufing fo large a quantity of malt, but now we are obliged to make fuch a 
quantity of fpirits fi'om luch a quantity of walh, we are obliged to ufe more. 

Did you ever make fpirits with one-fixth of malt? — Yes. 

And you were enabled fo to do, in coniequence of not being limited as to the 
ftrength of your walh? — Yes; in the practice ot four years I made only -twelve 
gallons and a half from one hundred of walh, when I was under no reftraint with re- 
gard to the duty ; fo much was I in favour of weak walh in preference to ftrong. 

Before the reftri6tior>s, when the duty was entirely on the ftill, was one-lixth malt 
the proportion you ufed? — Sometimes it was. 
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What was the quantity you generally ufed? — I do not know as to generally ; fonie- 
times I uled One-lixth when I was under no reftraint from the ftrength of the walh, 
fornetimes one-fourth, fornetimes one-ha'lf, and fometimes all malt, which I prepare 
for people who prefer having fpirits made from all malt to that made from a mixture ; 
in proportion to the quality of the corn, fo in proportion do I ufe more or lefs malt. 

You have ftatcd in your printed evidence, that there was great reafon to apprehend 
the prafitices which you there refer to in Ireland will not eafily be put a flop to, with- 
out foinc fuch regulations as you have there mentioned ; what are thofe regulations 
you allude to ? — I beg leave to refer to my printed Statement. 

You had no other regulations in contemplation than thofe that are there mentioned? 
• — None. 

Does Scotland export fpirits to England? — I. believe fo. 

in any quantity ? — I do not know, I never exported any to Ireland or England, and 
I am not connected with any gentleman who does export to England. 

Is there an export of fpirits from Scotland to England? — So I am told, I cannot 
lpeak from my own experience, and there is a lea between fome of the others and me. 

You fay that Ireland has advantages over Scotland at the rate of 2Q\d. per 
' gallon ; if Ireland has thofe advantages, how comes it that Ireland does not work Scot- 
land out of the Englilh market?— I cannot fay, perhaps they pay more attention to 
I the evading the duty than the knowledge of their profeflion ; I really think that mult be 
the cauie. 

Would not that caufe operate the other way, that the more they evaded the duty, 
with the more advantage would they export ? — I cannot fay that. 

You eftimate that the charge to the diftiller from the confumption of his coals, is 
about three halfpence a gallon? — I faid, I would not fay pofitiyely as to that, but 
as to the weight, about 13 ton of coal to a thouland gallons of fpirits. 

Is coals the firing he ufes? — Yes. 

Coals coft him money? — Yes, but I cannot tell you correCtly what money 
it is. 

Of courfe they are fo far an expence to him in his manufacture, are they not ? — • 
Yes, and in proportion as you run your Hill flow or quick, fo in proportion will your 
quantity of coals increafe. 

What firing does the Irifli diftiller ufe ? — Coals, I prefume ; but I know very littlp 
about the Irifli diftillers. 

Do you know where he gets his coals? — I do not. 

Do you think he is under an advantage or difadvantage as to coals ? — In pro- 
portion as he runs his ftill flow, fo in proportion has he an advantage 1 and I think 
we work five times as fall as the Irifh diftiller, as far as I am informed. 

Do you think he ufes thirteen ton of coals upon as cheap terms as you have it r — —I 
' cannot ftate. 

What does thirteen ton coft you? — That I cannot tell, not having a note of 
it here. 

What is the price of coals about you ? — You will buy them in Scotland at about 
eight-pence per hundred weight, and in fome places feven-pence. 

The Highland diltillery regulation is diffci’ent from the Lowland ? — \es, it is. 

I All your evidence has gone to the Lowland? — ’Yes. 

■ Can you ftate why the Highland is different from the Lowland.-' — I can ftate no 
good reafon, for I was always of opinion there fliould be no difference, and am ftill 
of that opinion. 

While there is a difference do you apprehend it would be eafy to afeertain one re- 
gulation that would apply to the export from both to Ireland ? — I fliould apprehend 
that if the Highlander were to attempt to export to Ireland, he fliould be put under 
the fame regulations as are now in force in the Lowlands. 

Are .they allowed to export fpirits from the Highland diftfict ? — No, but I appre- 
hend they do. 

Do you believe that the export from the Highlands to the Lowlands is extenfive, 
and that the confumption of it reaches beyond the immediate boundaries and line of 
feparation of the two diltriCVs ? — I am told to a great amount in the large towns of 

Aberdeen and Perth, and Dundee. ^ 

Did you ever hear of any fpirits in the Highland diftriCr being made for exportation 
beyond the feas ? — I fliould not fuppofe that. 

Have von ever found the influx of the Highland fpirits into the Lowlands interfere 
with the prices you set for your fpirit, made in your ftills in the Lowlands ? — I have 
been told that it was the influx from the Highlands to that part near, to the Highlands, 

that 
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Mr Aitchifon th®t prevented their purchafing; the fpirits made in the Lowlands, of courfe what was 
v j intended for Aberdeen anti Dundee, and thofe places, was obliged to be fold about 

Edinburgh, confequently it decreafed the file tliat was to go there and leflened the price; 
I never lend anv there mylelf. 

Do you know the price of Highland fpirits ?— I have been told they are a couple of 
Shillings dearer than the Lowland fpirits. 

Does the increafed price arile from their being of fuperior ftrength ? I rather 
■think it is from their being of fuperior ftrength or quality. 

Do not you know that the duty in the Highlands is colleaed upon the ftrength ?— 
Yes, but I do not think any ftrength is tried, but I know nothing about it myfclt. 

Have you any particular realbn why you have not followed the practice ot other 
diftillers in exporting to England ? — I thought it was more my interelt to attend to a 
fmall bufmels properly, than to be on a very wide extended fcale; I can do a 
great deal of work with a hundred gallon ftill ; I have only myfelf, and 1 find I have 
enough to do. 

"W hat is the largeft ftill in ufe in the Highlands ? — I do not know. 

if the Iriih Revenue law, fo far as regards the diftilleries, was to be extended to 
Scotland, ftiould you prefer it to that now in ufe ? — V ery much ; at the time the duty 
•upon vvaih was low, three-pence three-farthings, I made only twelve gallons and a half 
from the hundred, in place of fixteen, and tiien I ftiould have paid no duty upon the 
additional four gallons of fpirits, becaufe there was nothing in law to make me pay 
that duty ; that was a proof that I preferred weak waih to ftrong. 

What is the contents of your gallon in Scotland?— 231 cubic inches I think, the 
wine Englifti gallon. 

Do you know wliat the Iriih gallon is ? — No, 1 do not. 

Is a -ftill containing 110 gallons of wafli only the depth of one inch and a half, 
-and the diameter of four feet and a halfr — When I lay the ftill, 1 mean all we pay 
duty for, including the head. I cannot exaCtly ltate the depth. 

Do -you know what is the quantity which goes on it each charge ? — A third, as 
-nearly as poffiblc. - . . , , , ' . , . 

| ^Malcolm Brown, Elq. being alkcd by the Committee, what was 
the content of the Iriih ftill, ftated it to be, 2 1 7 -.V] 



Martis , 2° die Man 1809. 

Lord Binning in the Chair. 

THOMAS SMITH. ESQ. 

Mr. Smith. CAN you affign anyrsafon why the Englifti diftillers fend no fpirits into Scotland? 

— - -» —I cannot affirm any reafon for their not underftandmg their own interelt ; but the 

■feft is, thee have not done fo. It would have been for flair mtereft at different times 
Trace I have known the trade, to have done fo ; that is to fay, I could manfatture 
fpirits in England for the Scotch market, according to the Lnglifh regulations, on 
much better terms than I could 'manufaaure them in Scotland. Iraft year a scotch 
diftiller of fome eminence applied to me for my opinion, how tar lie might not erefct 
a diftillery at Berwick to manufaHure fpirits for Scotch conjbmption, working agree- 
ably to the regulations of England, becaufe he thought the duty would be lets in that 
way than if made in Scotland. I told him, I was very fore it would be fo ; but at 
the Time time intimated to him, that if he made the attempt, I lhould be one who 
would apply to Government to get the law altered and corrected, m which I had 
no doubt I foould be joined by the Englifti diftillers; becaufe, if he erected a dlftll- 
lery at Berwick for Scotch confumption, others would do the fame ; and the conie- 
•quence would be, that many of the diftilleries, now worked in Scotland for home con- 
fumption, would be turned to making for exportation to England. 

Arc you not a diftiller in England?— I am. 

Why, thinking it fo profitable, have you not font to Scotland r—I foould hare 
worked our Englifti houfe for Scotch confumption undoubtedly, had it not been that 
the law prevented us from making the alteration at the middle of a year : we can only 
•enter atthe tft of OHober annually. 

When did it firft occur to you that it was for the intcreft of the Englilh diftillers to 

■work for Scotland?— It has long been my opinion. 

Then why did you not do fo?— I thought the law would be altered. 
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It was not a want of knowledge of your own interell, but your idea of the law ’— 
A dread of the law being changed. ' ' v 

Do I umjerftand you to fay that it is not a want of knowledge, but the prefont 
r"’ P r6lent law d «s not prohibit it ; but I think if the 

Engliili dittiller was to make the attempt, the law would be altered, and it is con- 
fequently not worth my while to erea a diftillery for that purpofe 

What apprehenfion have you that the law will be altered .’-Becaufe it is unequal 
and unjuit as it .(lands now. 1 

In what r^’-Ju the year 1799, a Committee of the Houfe of Commons, 
winch fat I believe for more than two years difcuffmgthe diltillcry queftion, fixed the 
difference of duty to he paid by Englilh fpints coming into Scotland at. one fhil- 
ling per gallon more than Scotch fpirits paid for home confumption; the duty in 
Scotland at that t, me was three (hillings; Englifl, fpirits coming into Scotland paid 
tour millings 1 this was confidered to be equivalent to the difference in the mode of 
working : the duty on the licence was at that time £. 54. per gallon ; and the produce 
on the wadi was at the rate of eleven per cent. ; fmee that time the licence-duty lias 
been made^.102. per gallon ; and, within thefe two or three laft years, the percen- 
tage has been railed to 161 ; the price of corn fince that time has been I believe 
nearly doubled, and the malt-duty very confiderably increaled. If one Aniline 
was the juft difference at that time, it would require to be above two (hillings now ° 

Upon what ground was that one (hilling allowed ? -Upon account of the rapid 
mode of working in Scotland, and the (low mode in England, and the confequent lots 
by the one more than the other, 1 

You have heard Mr. Benwell’s evidence ?— I have. 

. Y ° u , heard him recommend the Scotch regulations to be adopted in Ireland in mak- 
mg fpirits for exportation to England ? — Yes. 

Are you of that opinion ? — l am. 

Ought not the one (hilling, then, to be allowed to Ireland?— No, not unlels Ireland 
works as Scotland does. 

Are you of opinion that the Scotch regulations ought to be adopted in Ireland in 
the working lpirits for exportation from thence to England ? [ am 

Do not tile Scotch fpirits receive an allowance of one (hilling "on account of the 
0 f"' 0, ' k ! n .S-'— Scotch fpirits do not receive an allowance of one (hilling - 
with toe ScotelTd’uty C ° m ' nS mt ° Scotland ’ P a y a “ add Monal (hilling to equalize them 

Do not you think that in the cafe mentioned, Engldh fpirits going into Ireland 
ought to pay an additional fhilhng to equalize them with the Irifli duty?— If the 
mode of working in Ireland for home confumption were exaftly the fame as the mode 
followed m Scotland for home confumption, they outfit. 

1 ou have ftated that the allowance ought now to°be more than two (hillings inftead 
ot one; do not you think it ought to be the fame as to Ireland, fuppofing Ireland to 
work as Scotland does ? — No doubt. 

Then upon the whole you think that the Englifl, diftiller has an advantage of two 
(hillings, for which an allowance mult be made as compared with Scotland ’—More 
than two fhillings. 

And of courie, if the Scotch fyftcm was adopted in Ireland, he would have the fame 
advantage over Ireland t — No doubt. 

Do you then think it would be beneficial to the empire that the Scotch regulations 
(hou d.be extendad t0 Ireland .—I think them infinitely preferable to the prelent Irifli 
regulations, and therefore beneficial. 1 

To whom do you mean beneficial, to the diftiller, or to the revenue?— I think they 
would prevent fraud, and therefore be beneficial to toe revenue; I think the trader 
would always be benefited by a fair trade more than an illicit trade, and therefore 
they would be beneficial to lnm. 

State how you think they would prevent fraud ?— Becauie I think the Scotch 
regulations altogether well calculated for that purpofe. I am fine they prevent 

fraud ttereabb' 1 ’ ™ d ^ aS weil exccuted in Ireland, they would prevent 

s Y { len ,* e, ? ls . fral,d in Scotland?— There is no fraud by any entered diftiller in 
Scotland lo far as I know, and verily believe. 

How is it that the Scotch fend their fpirits and find a market in England if there 

Stotgfend wSX^.^^ *" “ n ° fe ” d 

Have you read Mr. Benwells evidence ?— I heard him deliver it. 

1 "- 1 ' ® Suppofing. 
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Suppofing a Scotch diftiller were to work his M b *“nd S 

, feven minutes and a half, would that working fo u »P ><% 1 00 J 4^ he, 

the del’cription of fraud i-Certainly not ; ^ ^ a licence for 

works a little more or lefs w.thm a certa® tmK, *° ^ content is 
quantity, that is to fay, when the 2, 025 gallons for every gallon 

sasr-of-xs.^^ «<= ° f ti,e fpirits after they are 

P "u, upon the whole, ™ the 

Scotland to England calculated effeaually 44ion of duty whatever, direffly or in- 
they do prevent it; I am pofitlve there is 1 no ev fr™ ^ *lty "Tupwmds of half a 
direaiy, in the trade from Scotland to En Jand n Barits of inyfelf and my part- 
weight, we mould with the utmoft pleaiure 

‘’“'ifoTou pafs the waft, « the ftffl in 

his frill with low wines until he has got as many as «■» markct . 

Have you cine or two frills m your dilnety^ Mrit?— Sometimes one frill 

occ f t::^ 

of wad, is regulated :-Therc is .no rule s ft is at ”“eek, H depends 

one dav, iometimes two days, fometun <i>tied and tilled again as l'oon as 

upon whether we delire to have oui vva p diftil t i ie l ow wines perhaps 

poffible ; if we are not m any hurry for .walh-backs we dUtu 

^ happen 

otherwife. , , f commence the diftillation 

of ioj™, *0 fl* ^r— Feomtteeeoan-™^ 

°* WiU^t^eelTloi^erl-^e ^^e^OT fi^w^ksTperhaps, depending on the weather 

and other circumttances. , T fav it would, for I think another 

Will it keep two months without. n, ury r-I cannot .fay l t without 

’"Youiia^faid that the regulations for the diftillery in Ireland are very imperfea. 

Yes, I think them fo. . attpmnts to improve 

You have laid, that after long experience and M ^ ^ 
a fyftemfo unperfea, it was found that one 1 ;„cakulable mifchiefe to the 

tries, meaning England and Scotland, and produa.ve of n ica cul .abfo, MC ^ 
revenue ; how do you reconcile that opinion «* «PP 5 .6 . infinitely better 

and Scotland? Becaufe I conceive the law in Scot and at tins tone m ^ota, 
adapted to prevent evafion than it was then a " d there at the fame time it 

to Ireland, would prevent many o the i ‘ to a 

weigh t not be agreeable to many of the Inlb diltllleis who nave occ 

“> d Scotlandr-Yes, as 

th 14ot the fame principle, inapplicable to Scotland and W-di- 

^ *** - & ™ any w 
law for the purpoic ot protecting the revenue. f t j ic grain ? — 

Is it perfect as to getting the greatelt produce which can be got out 
1 • ___ . Ir. rpfapct 



IS 1C periecc as lu getting me ry 

By no means, it is very defective in that reipect. 



Is 
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Is not the Irifh fyftem much more perfeCt in that refpe&r- — Undoubtedly, infinitely ^ 
fuperior. e 

Is the Engliili law more perfect in that refpect?- — It is more perfect than the bcotch 
for getting the moft lpirit from a certain quantity of corn, but not fo perfect as the 
lrilli in that rel'pedt. 

Is the Engliili law perfeft in refpedt to collecting .the revenue?— I verily believe: 
there is notone farthing of duty evaded by the diltillers in England; I think there- 
fore that the law is fuificient for protecting the revenue. 

Therefore, if Ireland adopted the Englilh law, Ireland would have a perfect law 
for collecting the revenue? — If it was as well executed as it is in England. 

Having a perfect law for protecting the revenue, and having under its own law a 
more perleCt one for collecting the produce of malt, would it be wife to give to Ireland 
the Scotch law? — I have, in my anfwer to a former queftion, Hated that I thought 
the Scotch law would be more beneficial to the revenue and the trader; with re- 
fpect to the vifdom of fuch a change, I do not pretend to form any opinion. 

Is the Irifh law more perfeCt than the Scotch with regard to the collecting the 
revenue ? — Certainly not. 

In what part of its regulations do you think it deficient r — Almoft in all of them, it 
is efficient in nothing I know of. 

Do you know whether there is a large revenue collected in Ireland?— Yes, not fo 
large as ought to be. 

Is it large? — Very large. . . .. e 

Upon how many gallons of fpirits before the prohibition I believe fix millions ot 
gallons, but that included what was exported; 1 do not exactly know the amount ot 
the callous exported, but I believe the drawbacks, in confequence, amounted to one 
or two hundred thoufand pounds ; but the duty in Ireland appeared to be better col- 
lected immediately before the operation of the prohibition aCl and a very good reaion 
may be given for it; namely that the Irifh diltillers from the month ot February, 
when the ft Sugar Committee began their proceedings, forelaw an advance in the 
price of malt fpirits was probable, and that it would, therefore, be worth their while 
to hold frocks with a view to their own advantage ; they found however they could 
not do fo, unleis they paid the duty, for without that they would not have credit to 
cover the fpirits they made: I believe it will be found, that during thole fix months, 
a greater quantity of duty was colled in Ireland, and the revenue better paid 
than at any former period ; it became not for their intereftto imuggle. 

Do you know that there was fix millions of gallons upon which the duty was paid 
in the year preceding the period you lpeak of, in the year ending the lit of January, 
1808?— I believe it was thereabouts. 

Have you heard the population of Ireland computed i I have ; but I do not know 
that I can rely on my account. 

What is the greateft number you have heard?— Five millions. 

Do you not think that fix million gallons of fpirits to five millions of people, includ- 
ing men, women and children, is a pretty good proportion of fpmts ?— ' Too 1 final! a pro- 
portion by half, it is not at all in proportion to the quantity charged with duty and the 
population of Scotland. . c . ., 

At what ftrength are the fpirits confirmed in Scotland generally made.— Spirits can- 
not in Scotland be fent out by the diftiller, of any higher ftrength than one to ten over 
hydrometer proof. . . 

To what ftrength can they be made in Ireland ?— There is no limit. 

Are they not made a great deal ftronger than one to ten there?— Much ftronger. 

Of corn* fix millions of gallons ought to go much further in Ireland than in Scot- 
land 5— In proportion to the ftrength ; at the tame time, I am told that the inih people 
drink their fpirits much ftronger than the Scotch, fo that a gallon is but a gallon either 

Is the gallon in Ireland fmalier than the gallon in Scotland r It is. 

How fer deficient do you think Ireland is, in collecting the revenue it ought to col- 
lea from fpirits— I think at the prefent rate of duty it ought to be, and might be 
doubled; it the fame time, if efficient regulations were unreduced, I would recom- 
mend tlrnt the rate of duty fliould be lowered, becauie, though thefe Hugh prevent 
fraud on the part of the entered diftUlers, yet if the rate of duty was oo high the 
revenue might be loft in another way, namely, by the encouragement ot illicit dlftllla- 
tion • I think is. 6 d. or Jt. inftcad of four (hillings, would be enough. 



Mr. Smith. 
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Mr. Smith. Is that with a view to render fpirits cheaper? — No; to render the trade of the en- 
_ 1 tered diftillers greater, and the revenue more lecure. 

You have ftated that an allowance of one Hulling a gallon is made in the in- 
tercourle between England and Scotland, and you ftate that iix Ihillings and eleven 
pence is the duty which Englilh fpirits ought to pay, in going into Scotland ? — I have. 

What do they pay? — Six Ihillings. 

In the fix Ihillings, is the allowance made of the one fhilling you have mentioned? 
— Yes. 

And there ought to be an allowance of one fhilling more ? — Yes, or of thirteen 
pence more, in my idea. 

Do you mean exclufive of the alteration in the price of corn, which ought to have 
doubled the one fhilling?— I fpeak of the prefent rates of corn, and the prefent duties. 

In Hating the two findings a while ago, did you mean to include this one fhilling, 
which you fay is defective? — I mean to fay that including that one fhilling it is two 
ihillings or 2s. i altogether. 

In that 2s. id a while ago, you feemed to reft upon the advanced price of corn, as 
juftifying the increafe? — I reft upon that parti v. 

In tliis calculation of the 6 .r. 1 1 d. you do not reft upon the advanced price of 
corn ? — Yes I do ; I have mentioned the price at which I take corn. 

_ State in which item of that itatement the price of corn is mentioned ? — It is in the 
nine pence, the lofs of material caufed by rapid diftillation more than it would by a 
flow procels : in that is included the lofs of corn at the prefent price. 

Do you mean to put down one Hulling to compenfate nine pence ? — There are other 
articles requiring to be compenfated befides the nine pence; I did not ftate the one 
fhilling as applicable to the corn entirely, I took the difference in the price of corn, 
the difference in the price of labour, and the difference in the increafed duties on malt 
and fpirits, which have taken place fince the firft fhilling was fixed, and the addi- 
tional lofs by increafing the per centage from 1 1, at which it then flood, to lbf as 
it Hands now. 

Is not there taken into confideration in this item, “ to the difference between the 
“ nominal and the aCtual duty being as above explained, 6 -'^.”? — No, it is not. 

Is not the labour you have juft mentioned taken into confideration in the laft article 
“ to the extra expence of fuel, labour, and wear and tear, attending quick working, 

"d .?” — It is; I find I was miftaken, the labour forms no part of the gd. it is the 
material only. 

In your calculation of the additional 13d. do you include any confideration of fuel, 
or wear and tear? — I mean that the 2 s. 1 d. which I have ftated as the difference 
between the Englilh and Scotch modes, covers the lofs to the Scotch diftillers by 
rapid diftillation, additional price of corn, labour, fuel, wear and tear anil every 
thing. 

You have ftated the particulars of that 2 s. 1 d. fo far as ii- 6 - s d., be fo good as to 
ftate the items of the remainder? — I have ftated the difference not at 1 \%d. but at 
is. 10Y0 d. 

V hat is a gallon of Englilh fpirits, going into Scotland, now chargeable with ? — Six 
Ihillings. 

What ought it to be chargeable with? — According to that calculation, 6 j. \\^%d. ; 
but, according to another way, comparing the prices of corn and the rates of duty at 
the time when the lhilling was fixed, with the prices of corn and the rates of duty 
and regulations now exifting, it would amount to js. 2 \d. 

Is it now your opinion it ought to be 2 s. id.? — Upon that principle certainly. 

Exclufive of that principle, is it your opinion that it ought to be ? — I thin k it ought 
to be 2 s. id. the difference. 

Upon the fame principle, the fame duty on Englilh fpirits going into Scotland ouffiit 
to be is. 2 {-d. more than it is upon Englifii lpirits going into Ireland, if the Scotch re- 
gulations were adopted in Ireland?— If the Scotch duty and regulations for home 
conlumption were adopted in Ireland, the duty on Englilh fpirits going there would 
be the fame as when going to Scotland, laying the malt duty out of confideration. 

Suppofing the Scotch regulations to be adopted in Ireland, and to prove as effica- 
cious in collecting the duty in Ireland as they do in Scotland? — I am always fup- 
pofing the laws to be executed. 

Can you ftate what is thefmalleft quantity of malt you have ufed in making any 
fpirits? — That depends upon whether we w ork ftrong walh or weak ; in working 'ftrong 
wafh we have tried as fmall a proportion as one-fifth of malt, but found that not to 
-an fiver ; we have tried one-fourth, and found that to anfiver rather better, but not fuf- 

ficiently ; 
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ficiently ; we have likewife tried two-fifths, and found that to anfwer very well ; but 
we have tried three-fevenths of malt to four-fevenths unmalted corn, and have worked c 
a coniiderable time at thofe proportions ; and I am of opinion that is the beft propor- 
tion in working ftrong wafh. 

If the malt be not of a good quality, you muft increafe the proportion of malt? — • 
Undoubtedly, we ufe always the beft malt we can get. 

With inferior malt, to what extent would you increafe the quantity ? — We never ufe 
inferior malt, but undoubtedly more of that would be neceflary in proportion to its 
inferiority in quality ; although in working from weak wafh, that would not be felt, be- 
caufe, if the quality was inferior, the price would be lower : in working ftrong wath, 
we cannot make it with advantage without fine malt. 

What part of Britain do you reckon the beft malt to come from ? — Ware, in Hert- 
fordfhire, which is the malt we ufe in London. 

What malt do you ufe in Scotland ? — We make our own malt moftly, but we can- 
not make quite enough. 

From what barley do you make your malt? — Principally Norfolk barley ; the barley 
we grind is for the moft part Scotch. 

What proportion does the malt you make in Scotland bear in quality to the malt 
you ufe in London from Hertfordihire ?— It is not fo good ; but the proportion we ufe 
is much the fame. 

Are you a rectifier ? — I have a contingent intereft in a rectifying houfe in England. 

What allowance is given to a rectifier for increafe on his ftock ? — The rectifier re- 
ceives his fpirits from the malt-diftiller at one to ten over hydrometer proof, which is 
the only ftrength at which the diftiller is allowed to fend out his fpirits ; the rectifier is 
allowed 50 per cent, water upon the fpirits he receives from the malt-diftiller, and is 
not permitted to fend them out at any higher ftrength than one in five under hydro- 
meter proof; he may fend them out as much lower as he pleales. 

All fpirits which go into confumption in England are rectified ? — They are. 

Would thirty-leven gallons and a half of water, added to one hundred gallons of 
fpirit, reduce it to one in five under proof, which is the reCtifier’s allowance ? — There- 
abouts. 

Has' not the reCtifier then a profit of twelve gallons and a half in every hundred by 
the difference between thirty-leven and a half upon fifty ? — He has no profit at all by 
that means. 

Is not he allowed fifty per cent. ? — Y es. 

What he can do with thirty-feven and a half? — If he fend out none weaker than 
that he might do it with thirty-feven and a half ; but a far greater part of his trade is 
at a much lefs ftrength than one in five, fo much fo, that I believe the refitifiers in 
London have had frequent meetings to apply to Government to have the quantity of 
water increafcd ; I think it is too much. 

Can you ftate any reafon why the fpirits in confumption in England are all rectified, 
and why the fpirits in Ireland go into confumption without rectification? — I can give 
no other reafon than that it is the tafte and habit of the people ; the fame thing hap- 
pens in Scotland ; there are no reCtifiers there ; it is all unreCtified fpirit which they ufe 
there. 

Can yoti ftate what is the ftrength of the Highland whifky, made according to law ? 

— It is the fame as in the Lowlands, one to ten over proof. 

It always bears a higher price than the Lowland whifky? — When it is fmuggled 
into the Lowlands it bears a higher price, principally becaufe it is fmuggled, and there 
is a great deal of that trade carried on ; a prodigious quantity comes. 

Is it fuperior in quality ? — I think not. 

And yet the law of the Lowlands is very perfeCt?— To fecure the revenue againft 
the entered diftiller, but it is not very perfeCt as applicable to the introduction of 
fpirits illicitly diftilled, and the law is not perfectly executed in that refpeCt ; if it were 
well executed, the Ehglifh diftiller would not have reafon to complain of the Scotch fpi- 
rits coming into England, there would be trade enough at home for the Scotch diftillers. 

What is it that allows the fpirits to come from Scotland, fo as to give the Englifh 
diftiller that caufe of complaint? — Becaufe it is for the intereft of the Scotch diftiller 
to fend them. 

Do you mean that it is their intereft becaufe they do not pay duty upon them ? — • 
No, but they' have a profit by the trade fo carried on. 

Do you apprehend that all the fpirits which come from Scotland to England pay 
all their duty?— Yes, more than they ought to pay, as compared with the Englifh 
diftiller; they pay every farthing the law impofes, 

199. P How 
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Hsw dovou account for their. coming?— One penny a gallon on our trade, Scotch 
i. and Eiwliih would be equal to fix thoufand pounds a year; thiee pence a al o l 
nould he equal to eighteen thoufand pounds a year ; that, to men ot lnduftry and 
moderate ambition, is a large profit; perhaps the EnglA 

but we have not a profit by all we do, fometimes we lmve a lots . we lhould be ve y 
,,,,11 w ith three pence a gallon upon the average ot all wc do. 

ui you mean to fav, that the fpirits which come from Scotland into England, and 
find a market in preference to Englitl. fpirits, are ail (pints winch harepaid I the duty , 
—Every rallon of tlrem ; they do not find a market m preference, tire) find a market 

' only. but of. fpirits in genera, arc : tee an, 

unlicenfed fpirits come from Scotland?— I dale lay feme come acrofstlie bolder. 

Thofe Je not what you complain of ?-No ; not what the EnglA difnllers oom- 

pl Where do tlie Scotch fpirits, coming to England, : pay duty?— In. the, port of 

' Then what ’do you complain of? — I am well fatisfied. 

‘ What do the Enoliih diltiilcrs complain of?— Ot being interfered with. 

Where is the intereii of the Scotch diftiller to fend fpirits to England r— The laboui 
in Scotland is cheaper fomewhat, the fuel alfo is cheaper; we can cany bailey 
■ c b Sblk to nurdiftilleries in Scotland two Mings a quarter cheaper than we 
from Nrntolkto jurdAUcnes m 6 the freight of our fpirits 

' ^ Sland to L^tod, whidi my friend, Mr. Benwell, the other day ftated at 

t0 Do youb'in^^its from Scotland to London r-In large quanttes withrfde^ 
ahhradvantage, and we pay every farthing of the duty; I never evaded a farthing of 
the dutv which the law impofes fmee I have been m bulineis. 

' Do/ou derive coufiderable advantage from the large farms which you have conneM 
with your diftillcry in Scotland ?— That would be an inducement to us to carry on tlie 
had no profit at all by the fpirits ; but although I am very happy to an- 
frver every nueftion which may be put, it is neverthelefs with Come reiudance that I 
enter into toefe circumfianccaf becaufe I recoiled very well that on a tamer ocea ion, 
the fame points were difeuffed, and it was from thence argued by the EnglA diftille s 
and their friends, that we could on that account afiord to pay the more duty, while we 
0,1 the other hand do not admit that thefe are taxable matters. 

Scotland works under a difadvantage as compared with England, oi as. U per 
gallon?— Yes, for home confumption the does. , 

8 And Scotland fends her fpirits to England in great abundance :r Tea. 

How do you reconcile that ? — Very eafily ; the difadvantage which I date Scotland to 
bo under rnnountin- to as. l i. refers only to home confumphon ; the advantage Scot- 
land enjoys by fending fpirits to London, refers to the trade earned on for the En- 
ghfli market under a different fet of regulations. The two trades are different , and 

5 e"ulattons for England fending fpirits to Scotland, as advantageous to the 
Enriilh diftiller, as the regulations in Scotland for fending tpmts to England ate. to the 
Scotch diftiller?— Under the rates of duty now exiiting, they are confiderably more in 

fa 'which re?uktfons for tlie intercourfe trade between Scotland and England being 
in favour of England, what advantages has Scotland which give her a market in En„- 
and'-There me two markets ; the advantage which the EnglA d, fuller might enjoy 
by fending fpirits to Scotland, for the Scotch market is very different from that which 
toe Scotch diftiller working according to the Engl, ill regulations, enjoys m carrying 
on his trade to the Englifli market ; both markets will always be Applied , the queition 
for a diftiller to fettle at toe beginning of the. year,, is whether a houfe fliall be entered 
for one market or the other, and according to the extent of the demand, the trade will 

^Areto? EnglA diftillers regulated in the extent of the work?— No, except as I 
• have mentioned in the" Statement I gave in, 
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If their regulations were more advantageous, would they not extend their fupply to 
the Emdiih market?— They will regulate themielves by the demand. 

Can°vou ftate that it is not the habit of this country to drink the fpirit in the raw . 
ftate • do vou know how the fact is, as to the raw fpirit ot Ireland ; when it comes to 
England, is it palatable to the uler r— It is palatable enough, but it is all lent to the 
rectifiers. . . . 

It is not drank here in the raw ftate? — No, it is not. 

Is it your opinion, that if the diftillers were allowed to work free of any regulations, 
it would be worth while of the Englilh diftiller and the Scotch to export to Ireland r— 
Free of all regulations of law and of duty, I think it would not. 

What effeit do vou fuppofe it would him: upon the trade, it the diitnler iverc allow- 
ed to work free in-all the three countries ; would it put an end to the export trade from 
Ireland to this country ? — I do not know that it would entirely.^ , 

Have the Englifli and Scotch Diftillers exported to Ireland .'—The Scotch have ex- 
ported confideralile quantities to Ireland. , , , . . 

Have the lrifti exported to Scotland?— A good deal; Infli fpmts came to Scotland 

Do you attribute the advantages under which the Infli diftillcr may come into a 
foreign market, as againrt the Englifli or Scotch diftillcr, fulely to certain unfa ad- 
vances to which you have alluded, and not to any thing either ni the ikill with 
which° he condufts his maniifeaure, or perhaps fomething in the materials . I think 
the Irifh diftillcr does not turn his whole attention to tkill m the matrafeaure; it mutt 
be his objea rather to evade the duty; I believe that all the Infli fpmts imported 
into Britain pay fairly the import duty, but I believe at the fame time that die Infn 
exporting diftiller carries on to a confiderable extent an unfair trade in the home 
market, the profits of which enable him to fend Ins fpmts with advantage to the 
Britilh market, becaufe there they obtain a higher price than permitted goods wou 
do in the market of Ireland ; for to the Infli people generally, I apprehend, goals 

without a permit are juft as valuable as goods with a permit, and fo they are with 

the people of England and Scotland, if they could be obtained. 

You believe that all the fpirits which come from Ireland into England pay duty r 

Y Bufaa™he Mh^diftaier has an advantage in the fpirits he clandeftinely diftils and 

gets into ufe in Ireland < — Yes. . c ,, 

h Do you apprehend it to be a fimilar advantage which enables the Scotch diitiller 
to fend his fpirits into England that pay duty ?— iCertamly not, for tire Scotch 
diftiller working for England is not permitted to carry on any one operation com- 
neaed with the" home trade, whereas in Ireland the two trades are blended, and the 
illicit trade is made fubfervient to the fair trade. . 

Though he is not permitted by law, do you believe that he does in fact fend out 
any fpirits for home confumption in Scotland?— I believe in faft he does not, 1 never 
did fince I have known the trade. 

-Can you give any litisfacTory reafon why the fpirits of England find nO_market in 
■Scotland, and why the fpirits of Scotland find a market in Eng.and, exclufive of t e 
difference of Ikill or ingenuity? — I have as yet ftated nothing with refpefit : to tkill or 
ingenuity, I think there is a great deal in that, and I think that alone would account 
for much of the fpirits coming from Scotland to England. 

Could you not exercife the fame ingenuity and ikill in England which you would 

”Then a why"^yo 0 nnot export to Scotland ?-We have diftilleries tin Scotland ; we 
have one of our works exclufively for Scotch confumption, another which works 
exclufively for Engliih confumption, and another m London winch woiks exclufively 

ftr (fa 8 yOT C gftv f ran7 reafon for fpirits going in fuch quantities from Scotland to 
England^ and none from England to Scotland?— I can ftate that the price of the 
material, the produce from the material, the expence of mamifeEtarmg, the expence 
of freight in removing the fpirits from Scotland to England and other cliaiges, aftei 
paying all the duty, leaves us a profit perfeftly fatistafctory to us. 

Can you ftate why the Scotch diftillers do not entirely fupply England if that is the 
■ ca fe ?— I am furry to fay there are four diftilleries now erefting m Scotland, and I 

believe two of them will be entered for the Englilh market „ 

In your diftillery for England which is in Scotland, you ufe Norfolk barley?— 
Some proportion of Norfolk barley. Principally?— 



Mr. Smith. 
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Mr. Smith. Principally? — No, not principally, we ufe both Scotch and EngUfh ; we maltlome 

^ ; Norfolk barley, but our unmalted is Scotch. 

Do other Scotch diftillers who work for Englifli confumption ufe the fame ? — There 
Is only one other houie in Scotland which works for Englifli confumption, but I think 
it is probable they do ufe fome Norfolk barley made into malt. 

Can you affign any reafoii why Scotland lhould not fill the market of England if 
lhe carries on fo profitable a trade? — None at all, the Englifli diftillers afte&T to fee 
a realon. 

Do you think it confiftent with common theory that a country lhould be able to 
take a material fo bulky as barley is out of another country, and fend back its produce 
again to it, if the laws were equal between the two countries ? — Yes, I do, I have 
known Holland take corn and coals out of England, and fend back the fpirits to 
this country with great advantage. 

Some temporary advantage ? — No, not at all, it is very eafity accounted for by the 
difference in the mode of working ; the Dutch diftillers w-ork without any reftraint as 
to duty or legal regulation, and the fame quantity of corn which, according to our 
Englifh mode, yields us but eighteen gallons, will yield them from two to three and 
twenty gallons ; to perfons unacquainted with the bufinefs it is matter of aftonifhrnent 
to find the price at which Dutch gin can at this time be fold in the Englifli market 
in bond witliout the duty. 1 

They have no revenue ' laws ? — Very few for diftillery ; there is a fmall duty at 
exportation ; they ufe very little malt indeed in Holland. 

^ ou have ftated that fpirits are imported in quantities from Scotland into England, 
and that none go from. England into Scotland ; can you ftate any caufe for that, except 
"•hat you have already mentioned ? — I think I have ftated all the caufes already, but 
I am not fore that I have made myfelf lufticiently underftood ; I will ftate them again. 
When a diftiller in Scotland works for home confumption, he carries on his trade under 
a.fetof regulations entirely different from what another diftiller does when he works 
for exportation to England; the difference between the one diftiller ia Scotland, and 
the other, is juft as great as the difference between a diftiller in Scotland working for 
home confumption, and a diftiller in England w orking for Englifli confumption ; it is 
owing entirely to the law. The reaf'on why the Englifh diftillers have not fent fpirits 
to Scotland, I have before faid, arifes perhaps from their not underftanding their 
intereft; it would be worth my while now to have a houfe at Berwick upon T weed, 
entered and conduced agreeably to the regulations of England, to l’upply the Scotch 
market with fpirits, if I was lure of the permanence of the prefent law. 

Has the Scotch diftiller, working for export to England, any advantage over the 
Englifh diftiller? — None whatever in point of duty; he has a great difadvantage. 

Under that difadvantage, how is it that he can find a market in England? — Poffibly 
the Englifh diftiller looks for more profit than the Scotch diftiller does ; that difad- 
vantage confilts in the mode of charging the countervailing duty on fpirits from Scot- 
land into England, which is too high. 

I low is it worth the while of the Irifh diftiller to carry on his export trade to this 
country, you fi tting that that trade is not beneficial ? — I think I cannot better an- 
lvyer thut qucftion than by repeating what I faid laft year to the Sugar Committee, 
w'hich is in page 42 of their Report. I will take the liberty of reading" it. The ques- 
tion put to me was, “ Do you mean, by what yon have laid in a former part of your 
“ evidence, to fay that the Irifh diftiller carries on a profitable finuggling trade, by 
“ fending his clandeftinely diftilled fpirits -to Great Britain.” The anfwer I then made . 
was, “ I have not faid that the Irifh diftiller fends to Great Britain fpirits that have 
“ been clandeftinely made ; I meant to fay, that there is in Ireland a vaft extent of 
4t finuggiing by the entered diftillers; and I am of opinion, that in order to carry on 
“ -that illicit traffic with fuccefs, it is neceflary at the fame time to connect with it a cer- 
“ tain degree of fair trade ; that the Irifh market, in confequence of the extent of frnug- 
“ gling, does not afford fo good a price for legal fpirit as can be got for that fpirit in 

England, where the traders pay the duty. ; it is better for the Irifh diftiller there- 
“ fore to fend a part of that legal fpirit to England, even at a lofs, than accept for it 
“ fuch a price as the Irifh market, glutted with illegal fpirit, might probably afford : 

41 the illicit traffic, in the one cafe, is therefore countenanced and protected by the 
“ legal trade in the other.” 

You believe that fo much of his home-made fpirit as he brings into the Englifli mar- 
ket, he brings into the Englifh market at a lofs ? — I mean to fay, the trade, blend- 
ing that for home confumption and exportation, may be profitable to him upon the 
whole. 

Do 
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Do you mean to fay that fo much of his Irilh-made fpirit as he brings into tlie 
Ehsliili market, he brings at a lots ?— Not always; it would be fo if it was not for'- 
^he illicit trade he carries on at home. 

Taking it unconnected with his Iriili trade, do you Hate that that which he 
fells in the Englilh market, he fells at a lols ? — To the London market I think he 
does ; there are other parts of England to which he might lend fpirits, probably with 
fome advantage, almoftat all times. 

Is the diftiller in Scotland capable of working more than the law requires he lliould 
work in the twenty-eight days ? — We have no regulation in Scotland with refpeCt to 
;twenty-eight days ; it is by annual licence ; and there is no doubt that at the time 
when "the 2,025 gallons of fpirits was fixed as the proportion to be produced from one 
gallon of ftill-room, it was very accurately afcertained ; but I have very little doubt, 
indeed I know that the diftillers are under no difficulty in producing that quantity 
confiderably within the year, but they have no advantage from it. 

Do they inereafe that quantity ? — They cannot ; the moment the quantity of fpirit 
appears by the gauge of the waih to have been produced, the licence ceafes. 

Could they do it clandeftinely ? — They cannot, becaule they work from ftrong waili* 
and it would not be for their intereft to fmuggle it. 

Which is the molt expenfive to the diftiller, working from ftrong or weak walh ? — 
That, depends upon whether it is the object of the diftiller to get the melt fpirit front 
his materials, or by faerificing part of the material to evade the duty: it he is to 
get the greateft quantity of fpirit he can from a certain quantity of corn, working 
irom weak waih, he will employ very nearly all the lix days allowed by the law in 
Ireland; and, in that way, the difference on the article of yeah; uied by him, and 
ufed by the diftiller in England working ftrong walh, would alone, be three haltpcnce 
.per gallon ; but if, in order to evade the duty, lie withes" to increale the rapidity of 
his fermentation, he will ufe lbll lefs yeaft than that, and the difference in iiis favour 
might amount in the article of yeaft to about three- pence per gallon ; but he would 
lofe fomcthing in his material, which, would be more than made up in the duty, if he 
laved it. 

You haveftated that fpirits coming from Scotland into England, pay a larger duty 
than fpirits manufactured in England pay ; upon what calculation do -you ftate that? 

■ — The Englilh diftillers alledge that they produce from their wafn no more than 
eighteen gallons and fix-tenths from a hundred, while the Scotch contend that mne- 
-teen are drawn ; and if drawn therefore, the countervailing duty ought to be lower. 

What is the greateft quantity of fpirits, one to ten over proof, you have ever known 
to be extracted from a hundred gallons of com walh? — Twenty gallons one to ten, 
but that cannot be produced upon an average of the working leaion ; however, dur- 
ing feven months, which we call our working feafon in England, I lliould have no ob- 
jection to be bound to produce nineteen, paying £.100. penalty for every gallon I am 
lhort of it, if any perfons will give me 1 0. for every gallon I produce above it. 

What is the fmalleft proportion of malt you have ever known to be ufed, to produce 
nineteen gallons of fpirits one to ten over hydrometer proof, from one hundred gal- 
lons of wadi ? — I do not recolleCt the loweft proportion, but I have no doubt it cae 
very well be performed by uiing two-fifths malt and three-fifths unmalted cor;., - 
though I think that three-fevenths malt and four-fevenths barley would do it belt- 

During how many weeks in the year does your Englifn diftiilery generally work r — - 
I do not recolleCt the number of weeks, but generally for fix or feven months. 

Do you conceive that is the general proportion of the year during which the Englifn 
diftillers ufually work ? — I believe they generally work feven months, two or three 
weeks more or lefs ; they do not always begin at the fame time ; they may work-aft 
the year if they chufe, but it would not be for their intereft. 

Does it not conlift with your knowledge that the Englilh diftillers in general work 
much more than either lix or feven months of the year ? — I have known one diftil- 
ler work ten months in the year ; I think it is from fix to eight ; but it depends upon 
what time they begin, and whether the flock of fpirits of a houle is exhaufted at a 
particular period of the year ; one, will be a month later than the other: they have no 
fixed day of beginning in England as they have in Scotland. 

Since you have been acquainted with the Englilh diftiilery, have you not reafon to 
believe, that upon the average of years, they work coniidcrably more than that time, 
during which you have ftated, you would be able to produce nineteen gallons of lpirits 
from a hundred gallons of waih ? — They may .have w orked longer ; and if they get 
into the hot feafon, they cannot produce fo well the 1 9 per cent. ; I dare fay, that by 

199. * Q to-morrow 
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to -morrow I can fhew the number of weeks each houfe has worked for the laft year 
.and preceding year. , . 

Are you not perfectly aware, that although nineteen gallons , per hundred might 
ealily be produced dming .the work - of -due or feven months, it might be utterly im- 
practicable to obtain the lame refult if the work were reftriaed-to eight or nine ?— 
j cannot aafwer for. other diftillers, but I have no objeftion for one to be bound to 
export from Scotland to England nineteen per cent, all the year round, provided the 
countervailing duty to England be fixed accordingly. . . 

Do you notefcape the unprofitable part of the year for making fpints in England, 

■ by fupplying your Englifh demand in the fummer w ith fpirits made in Scotland? \\ e 
do not work” our houfe in England in the hot months ; we work our houfe in Scotland 
almoft the wliole year, from which of courfe we fupply our Englifh .trade during the 

fummer. , . . . ,, 

Do you not then efcape the unprofitable part of the year for making fpirits m Eng- 
land, by lupplying your Englifh demand by the fpirits made in Scotland?— We avoid 
working in the unprofitable feafon in England. 

By what means ?— By having a frock in Scotland capable of fupplying the demand. 

Does it follow that a diftillery, eftablifhed in London for the fupply of theScotch 
.market, might be profitably worked, becaufe one eftablifhed at Berwick might? lhe 
-eftablifhment at Berwick would be more advantageous than in London. 

Docs it then follow, that if the Berwick houfe could be profitably worked, the 
•London houfe might?— Not as aneceffary confequence. 

Does your experience as an Englifh diftiller for a number of years, warrant the 
fuppofition that the export of fpirits from Scotland to England, depends on. the. fuperior 
profit made by the Englifh diftiller?— Not always ; I think the Englifh diftiller very 
-often lofcs money by his trade, and fo does .the Scotch-; but upon the whole, the 
Scotch finds it for his intereft to continue the trade. 

Does the fuperior profit which may be obtained by . the Dutch mode of making 
fpirits, and which .therefore enables them to fend their fpirits to London, apply to the 
mode of working, which, under the law, is praCtifcd in Scotland ? Certainly not, the 
Scotch diftiller" working for exportation to England conforms exactly to the fame 
regulations that the Englifh diftiller does when working for home confumption. 

That mode is totally different from the Dutch mode of working, which affords a 
fuperior profit? — Undoubtedly. 

Which of your diftilleries do you attend to yourfelf?— Latterly the Englifh. 

How many years isit liuce you.perfonally afliited in Scotland, in carrying -on your 
Scotch diftillery ? — Seven years ; I have not been in Scotland the laft fcven years, but 
I am acquainted by letter with every .thing that paffes as perfectly as if I was 
.prelent. ' 

Are fpirits permitted to -be brought by land carriage from Scotland to England ." 
They are not. ' „ 

To what market do the fpirits which come from Scotland to England generally 
• come?— Chiefly to London. 

Did I underhand you -right in faying, that you-couceive-it would be advantageous, 
both to the Scotch and to the Englifli ’diftiller, to have eftablifhments for the mutual 
exportation of fpirits. to the oilier country ? — As the law hands at prefeut it would, at 
lhe fame time it may frequently happen. that fpirits intended for Englifli confumption 
might be made as cheap in England as Scotland. 

Are there. not charges attendant on the exportation of fpirits from the one country 
to the other, either way?— Undoubtedly. there mult be ; if any of the prelent Englifli 
diftillers (ourfelves excepted) were to lend fpirits to Scotland, they would needs em- 
ploy a peVlon to fell them on comraiffion, and, vfee verjd, that, is an expence which 
•are not fubjeet to. 

Do yoi i.'then mean -to 'confine, thefe advantages which you apprehend are to be ob- 
: tained, both ways, to your own houfe, or do you mean- to fay it is a practice that might 
Tie generally ad vantageoufly followed?— I think it might be generally advantageous to 
, manufacture fpints. in England for Scotch confumption, if the prefent law were. to be 
. made, permanent ; but as to the other, I do not know that it would at all times. 

Are there- not charges and hi conveniences attending the exportation ot fpirits from 
-one country to the other, to which thole made in each country refpectively, .for home 
confumption, are not liable?- -Some, fucli as freight, infurance, commiflion for felling) 
•if tlie houfe in the one country exporting to the other has not a partner or eftabliih* 
rfnent in that other country to difpofe of them, as in cafe of my houfe. 

.1 low' tlicn do you explain that which you feeni to confider as a faCt, that a tiade 

might, 
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might, notwithftanding, be advantageouily carried on from each country to the other ? 

1 have explained, I apprehend, how the trade might be carried on from England to V 

Scotland; I have explained alfo, how we carry it on from Scotland to England, and 
I ‘know- the cafe of another houic in Scotland, which works for England, having no 
foch eitabliihment as ours, and I apprehend they -find it for their intereft to continue 
their trade, fince they do not ffiew any difpoiition to give it over. 

Have there been any Scotch fpirits feized within -thefe -two years paft, and on what 
account?— I am not certain as to time; I recollea there was feme gin, belonging to 
that other houfe to which I allude, feized in confequence of its being a rectified article, 
it beintf alledged by the revenue officers here that the makers , could not both make and 
rectitym that country ; but the fpirits were reftored. 



Mr, Smith. 



Mercurii, 3* die Maii 1809. 

X.ord Binning in the Chair. 



THOMAS SMITH, £SQ. 

WIIAT do you calculate your fuel to ftand you in per gallon upon fpirits in Scot- 
land ’-In ivorkmg fur the Scotch market, from three .pence halfpenny to tour pence 
a gallon of fpirits upon a year's work ; in working for the Enghfli market, from one 

‘'lO^SSirdiflerenceP-By die exceffive firing, for rapid diftilla- 
tion in the home trade. 

You have. a diftillery in England? — ies. , . , 

What does it ftand yon in, in England ’-Including onr 'fleam engine, I believe abou 
two pence a gallon ; to diftillers who grind with water-mills or wind-mills, I tuiak it 

would be about three hall' pence. , , , , , 

Does a ftrong watli require a larger proportion of malt than a weak w afli does i . 
Confiderably larger ; a weak mill, fuch as m Ireland, may be fermented veiy w ell ith 
ene-tenth ; but in the paper given in I have ftated one-fixth, which I conceive to be 

^I^die^ftatoneiity^o^hav-e delivered in, you have mentioned the fcale of workings 
chargeable tmon the fpirits in Ireland, are the number of charges there put down as 

could very well afford' to be doubled, without charging the Infli diluHer with more 
“a She could accomplilh, and I will fiate the data upon synch I form t, a 
opinion: I take a fifteen hundred gallon ltd!, and I luppofe that it may be worked 
fixteon hours out of the twenty-four for the purpofe of making what Bi called in Ire- 
land Siii' 4 in if s, or as we exprefs it here, Low Wines; I would put into that (till, atone 
chate So more than five hundred gallons of walk, becaufe 1 think that would bo 
the molt fuccefsful mode of working it; 1 am confident, from what I have ieen ot lulls 
of almoft all feet, that this charge could be worked oft in twenty minutes which 
would give forty-eight charges of safe in the fixteen hours ; this, at 500 gallons per 
charge ^would te in one day twenty-four thouiand gallons of waih and the w ath being 
fuch g as to rield ten per cent, the quantity of fpirit daily would be 2,400 gallons, 
with in tirenty-eight days would be 67,000 gallons, while the quantity chargeable 
bv law is only 32,jjo ; I allow the other eight hours out ot the twenty-four tor the 
Srwfifrf diftilLg fettle finglings-into fpirit ; I conceive that tins rule would apply to 
all the fires of ftills from 500 gallons up to 1,500, and I have very htffe >toulitttot 
it would apply as well to ftills above that fize up to 3,000, becaufe the fean ™ 

Iccment to exert himielf, but I think it w ould at the fame tune be for the intereft of 
fevrtlent to reTe the rate of duty on the gallon of Ip.nts, for though evafion 
of dutv bv the licenfed diftiller were prevented, the revenue might be loll by toe 
illicit difuller. I have hitherto fpoken of weak waih ; if the waih were ftrooe, 
doubtedly he could not perform the fame number of charges, the full wouH take 
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Mr. Smith. longer tune to be worked off; but then every charge would yield more fpirit, and upon 
■t . —> the whole there would be very little difference to the diitiller. 

Do you conceive it is ncceli'ary to continue the allowance of eight and fixteen per 
• cent, on itills of larger fize in Ireland, to bring them to an equality with ftills of a lefs 
fixer — For the mere purpofe of equalizing the duty, I do not conceive itneceflary, but 
I have underftood there are eonfiderations of policy in the management of the diltillery 
revenue of Ireland for that eight and iixteen per cent, upon which I do not form any 
opinion. 

You have fair! in your Statement, that the Irifh export diftiller may fmuggle into the 
home market eighteen gallons out of every hundred gallons of fpirit, fupplying their 
. place with water ; explain how this can be done? — There is no limit to the ftrength 
of fpirits in Ireland ; it is the intereit of the dmiller, therefore, to concentrate his fpirits 
. as much as he can, in order that under the quantity he pays duty for. he may cover 
as much fpirit as poflible ; the import duty in Britain upon Irith fpirits is re- 
. gulated at the ftrength of one to ten over hydrometer proof ; it is unnecefiary for the 
Iriih diitiller to export his fpirits at any higher ftrength than that; if there be a de- 
mand in the home market for fpirits without permit, he may tell about eighteen 
gallons oiit of every hundred on which he has paid duty, and receive, upon the re- 
. maindcr, as much drawback.per gallon as if no fuch operation had taken place. 

Is .there a ready- market in Ireland for fpirits w ithout permit? — I have never been 
in Ireland^ but I cannot doubt it, bec'aufe I am-fure that there would be a market in 
London and in Edinburgh for fpirits without permit, to a very great extent, if the laws 
were fuch as- to enable the diitiller to fupply them. 

You have faid, that the regulation with refpect to the Iriih malt duty, by its inef- 
ficiency, offers an advantage of u. 6 id. per gallon upon Iriih fpirits exported to 
Britain; is the. regulation in this refpefit effectual lor the home conliunption of Ireland? 
—It is equally iiicffectual for home conlumption as for exportation ; I ftate this, not 
upon my -own opinion alone, but upon the authority of a very relpeftable and intel- 
ligent Irifh diftiller, Mr. Robert. Haig, of Dublin; I have alfo converted upon this 
point w ith other Irifli diftillers, and I find no difference of opinion amonglt them upon 
. this lubjcct. 

How much do you pay for yeaft annually ? — My houfe pays for yeait annually 
from twelve to fifteen thoufand pounds. 

flow much of that could you fave if you w ere permitted to work from weak walh 
-inftead of ftrbng? — Fl ora a third to a half. 

Are vou under any legal reftricidon to work from ftrong wafli ? — The effe6t of the 
law is fuch that we mult d ork from ftrong’ walh. 

But you are not uiidbr any legal reftriftion to do fo ? — Not in exprefs words, but .I 
am confident the revenue could not be tecured unlels the walh was ftrong. 

From whence are you iupplied with yeait? — Alriioft entirely from London. 

Have you made any trial of Iriih yeait, and if fo, how does it anfwer? — We - have 
had feme trial ef Iriih ycaft fioce the prohibilion ; it has been u(ed at Kilhagie, our 
diltillery which works in Scotland for the Englilli market ; I have had an account of 
the procefs lent me by my partner there, and it has proved to be the beft yeaft we 
ever made ufe of ; it has been powerful beyond all comparifon. 

Have you ever tried to work with a very 1’tnall quantity of yeaft, or altogether 
without yeaft? — I have made a fubftitute for yeaft io as to do without it entirely ; it is 
not however what I ihould refort to if I could at all times be Iupplied from the porter 
breweries. 

Could vou work -as arivantageoufiy with that fubftitute as with yeaft? — Certainly, 
even working ftrong walh. 

You have faid that you buy the malt you ufe in England, and that you make the 
malt you ufe in Scotland; do you pay all the duty on what you fo make? — Every 
farthing; we never fince we. have been in bufinefs laved one lhilling of malt duty, or of 
any duty. 

Is the malt duty in Scotland at all evaded ? — I have no doubt it is in a confiderable 
degree. 

Do you not conceive that while the prohibition on the diftilleries of Ireland pre- 
vented any demand at home for yeaft, yeaft would be fold of much fuperior quality 
at lower prices than it could be if the diftilleries in Ireland were going on ? — I do not 
fee why the quality of the veaft fhould change, but I dare fay that if the diftilleries had 
been going on in Ireland, there would have been no yeaft to fpare for Scotland. 

Troin what part of Ireland did you obtainthat yeaft, and what was the quantity? — 

I do 
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I do not know from what part of Ireland it came, my partner merely informed me 
it was Irith yeaft. 

Did not your partner inform you what quantity of that yeaft he had got? — A few 
puncheons. 

In your correfpondcnce with your partner upon fo new a traffic as that of bringing 
yeaft from Ireland, did he not inform you what number of puncheons he had ob- 
tained? — 1 do not think he did ; it was a fmall quantity, and ufed merely as an 
experiment. 

Have you heard, and do you believe, that the venders of yeaft to the diftiileries in 
Ireland are in the habit of adulterating it ? — I never heard fo, poffibly it may 
be fo. 

Do you believe that you would have got yeaft from Ireland either fo ftrong or fo 
cheap if the diftiileries had been going on? — I dare fay we lliould never have looked 
to Ireland for yeaft at all if that had been the cafe. 

Does not the neceffity you are under of bringing your yeaft entirely from London, 
and which, as you have itated, colts you from twelve to fifteen thoufand a year, operate 
as a very confiderable additional charge upon your trade in Scotland ? — As far as 
the carriage goes it does ; that is inconfiderable ; we put the yeaft into the puncheons 
which bring fpirits from Scotland, and the freight back is about from fix to eight 
findings a puncheon, or about 2 s. per ltore, w hich is the quantity Mr. Benwell fpoke 
to in- his evidence ; it comes to about a halfpenny per gallon on the fpirit ; we fliould at 
all events have to pay for the carriage of the empty puncheons back, which ought 
to go to the credit of that. 

What is the difference between the carriage of a full and of an empty puncheon ?— 
Probably from three to four lliillings. 

What is the difference in price between your malt and your barley ? — In our whole 
purchafes of malt for our Englilh diftillery for the feafon 1*807-8, the average coft upon 
malt per quarter amounted to 8 is. 2 \d. the average price of our barley for the fame 
feafon was 455. $\d. from which I infer that all the malt ufed by us paid the duty, 
or at leaft, if the duty was evaded, it did not come into our pockets. 

Can Britilh malt be fent to Ireland, and the duty be drawn back ? — I underftand 
«ot, the Irilh diftillers complain of that as ahardlhip. 

Can Iriih malt be lent to Britain, and the duty drawn back? — I believe not. 

In the export of fpirits a drawback for malt takes place, therefore upon the manu- 
factured article a drawback is given which is withheld from the raw material? — 
Certainly. 

Suppofing the Irilh diftiller, when working for exportation to Britain, were to work 
in the lame manner as Scotland now works for the Englilli market, is it your opinion 
that Ireland could have fent fpirit to Britain with advantage, fuppofing no evalion of 
duty to take place? — It certainly is my opinion that Ireland could fo fend fpirits to 
England ; and it would be worth my while in that cafe to have a malt diftillery in 
the north of Ireland to manufacture fpirits for the Englilh market, with a rectifying 
houfe, probably at Liverpool, to receive thole fpirits, and to carry them into confump- 
tion in the market of Lancafhire, Y or kill ire, and the Weft of England; but I doubt 
whether (generally fpeaking) Ireland could in that cafe make a trade of fending fpirits 
to the London market, on account of the additional length and uncertainty ol the voy- 
age ; I have no doubt alfo, that Ireland working for exportation to the Scotch market, 
and conformably to the regulations of Scotland, would in general find it her 
mtereft to lend Irilh fpirits to the Scotch market : my reafon for thinking fo is, that 
the price of Irifh corn is lb much lower than the price of Britilh corn, that that alone 
would counterbalance every difadvantage Ireland is under as to fuel ; I am taking it 
for granted, at the lame time, that no regulation of law lhall take place to prevent a 
malt diltiller from being concerned in a rectifying houlb. 

Suppofing you were to work tor exportation to Ireland, in a houfe entered for the 
purpofe, paying no duty at the place of manufacture, and that any uncertainty exifted 
as to the number of charges that could be performed in an Irilh ftill, and that confe- 
quently the aCtual duty on the gallon of Irifh fpirits were indefinite, how would you 
propofc to fix the countervailing duty in Ireland on Britilh fpirits imported, fo as to 
pay no more than is in fact paid by the Irrfii diftiller t — I conceive it to be utterly im- 
poffible to effeCt that objeCt by any certain ftandard there is in my opinion no way 
of equalizing the interefts of the traders in the two countries but the one I have men- 
tioned, which is, for the Scotch diftiller, when he works for the Irifh market, to enter a 
houfe according to the laws and regulations which govern the Irilh trade, and to ex- 
port thofe fpirits to Ireland. By thofe means, and thole only, can: the rate of duty, 
1 99. It and 
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M r Smith an! ' other circumftances connected with the manufacture of the two countries, be fairly 
. ^ , or juftly equalized. 

If there were no duty on malt or fpirits, would you manufacture according to the 
Engl i Hi, Scotch, or Irilh mode?— Not either of them; I iliould manufacture very 
much upon the plan ufed on tee Continent, with forne improvements, by diluting the 
walli very conliderably, taking from three to four hundred gallons to produce twenty 
gallons of fpirits, by infufmg all the corn in the walk, fermenting tlie wadi with the 
corn in it, diftiliing it with the com in it, w'hich might be done either with or without 
malt ; at the lame time, a fmall proportion of malt, perhaps live quarters in a hundred, 
might affift the proceis. 

Would the lpirit made in this manner without malt, be as palatable and as fale-* 
able ? — Much better ; . the Dutch gin is made a good deal upon that plan ; at the fame 
time, if it were intended that it iliould refemble ^exaCtly that fpecies of malt whilky 
which is ufed in fome parts of Scotland, and I believe in Ireland, it would not do fo 
pxaCtiy ; but Dutch gin is a very favourite article. 

When veaft is added to the fermentation, is it fubjcCl to duty as wafh? — It is. 

Does it increafe or diminiih.the ftrength or gravity of the wafh: — It conliderably 
diminishes the gravity of tlie wadi, the ftrength of the yealt being to the wadi, as near 
as I am.able to eftimate, as about lixteen to a hundred. 

Docs not that .vary according to the ftrength of the yeafl? — Sometimes it may ; 
Irilh yealt would be nearer the gravity of the worts ; but all veaft is weaker than , the 
worts. i 

Why do you fappofe Irilh yealt is better than Scotch or Englifh ? — I cannot very 
well account for it; but I conceive it is owing to the breweries being under no excile 
regulation, or duty, that the beer is ftronger, and tlie yealt confequently better. 

• Are you not aware that a law did fome years ago exift in England, forbidding a 
malt diftiller. to be at tlie fame time a reftifier ? — I believe about the year 1 760 that 
did exift, and was repealed in about two years afterwards. 

If the .duty were not on the walk in England, but on the fpirits produced, do you . ap- 
prehend the revenue could be fecured ? — I think it could not, becaule, allowing, that 
the prelent Englilk diftiller Iliould in that cafe voluntarily pay the full duties, it by no 
means follows ; on the contrary, .1 think it probable that others might come into the 
trade for the fake of evading the duty. 

Do the Excife officers get an account of all fpirits produced by the Englilk diftiller ? 
—They may take that account if they pleale, but I believe they do not get it ; the 
Englith diftiller does not prevent the Excife officer taking the account, if he pleafes to 
take it ; the Englilk diftillers fend out their fpirits by weight, and they have permits 
accordingly ; fo that it is only the weighed gallons that the Excife officer gets an ac- 
count of, and not the gauged gallons. 

Has it not uniformly been the praftice of the Englilh diftillers to fend out their 
fpirits in this manner ? — Always, I fend out my fpirits in that way, but when I pay 
duty I am gauged, and I pay uniformly two and a half per cent, more duty than I 
lend out fpirits ; I fpeak of fpirits imported from Scotland: with refpe£t to our 
Englilk diftillery it is upon exactly the fame footing as the other Englilk diftilleries. 

Do you fell to your cuftomers as many gallons of fpirits as you pay duty for on 
importation from Scotland: — We do not, we fall Jkort about two and a half 
per cent. 

Does not that equally apply to the importer of Irilh fpirits? — It ought to do. fo, 
but it is not always the cafe; I fuppofe it will be the calc in future. I have known 
Irilh fpirits here very favourably gauged indeed. 

Are Irilla fpirits asr ltriftly gauged, as ' the Scotch ? — Hitherto they have not 
been fo. 

What is the value of your grains and fpent waih per gallon of fpirits ? — At our 
diftillery in Scotland, which works. for the Scotch market, we fell all our grains and 
fpent wafh to the cow-keepers, .and they yield about three halfpence per gallon on 
the lpirit ; at our diftillery in England we do . tlie fame, and they, yield about two- 
pence per gallon upon the lpirit ; at out . diftillery at Kilbagie, which works for the 
Englilk market, I cannot give any account of that ; . fometimes we feed cattle there, 
and the account is blended in fuch a way that I cannot eftimate the advantage 
of that. 

Have you ufed wheat in your diftilleries? — I have known it ufed, but not for 
fome years pall ; it has been prohibited. 

Does the. ule -of wheat accelerate or retard fermentation ?-^-In ftrong walk it wilf 

conliderably 
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■ confiderably retard fermentation, but in weak walh, fet at a little higher temperature, -Mr. Smith. 

it will eonfiderably accelerate it. * . . , 

Are fpirits ever fold in the London market at a price below prime coft, fuppofing 
all the duty paid upon them ? — Sometimes ; I have known it frequently happen. 

To what caufe do you attribute that ? — The Englilh diftillers are at all times in 
the habit of fixing the price; fometimes it will' happen from little rhilunderftandings 
amongft themfelves, competition, or the like ; fometimes it 'happens in confequence 
of importations from Scotland, or of importations from Ireland" and fometimes I 
believe they do not themfelves know what ’it is owing to. 

‘Are fpirits ever fold in the Scotch market below prime coft, all the duties fuppofed 
to be paid ? — Frequently, that is the cafe at this moment. 

To what caufe do you attribute that? — Competition amongft the diftillers (they 
are a very numerous body there), but chiefly owing to the' extent of illicit diltillation 
in that country. 

Do you conceive, that if all the malt duty was paid in England, the Englilh 
diftillers would have their malt on as good terms as they have ?— Perhaps not 
exactly ; but 1 think from what I have faid in anfvver to a former queftion, it may 
very reafonably be prefumed, that the price we paid the laft year we worked corn 
was fuch as implies that all the duty was, or might have been paid upon it ; I have 
no doubt the companion holds equally good in former years ; 1 do not know at what 
price other diftillers have their malt. I have given an anfvver as to the prices of 
the malt purchaled for my houfe ; 1 have no hefitation in faying, that I believe there 
is a great deal of Englifti malt duty evaded, and a great deal in Scotland. 

Is not the mode of buying tnalt by the Englilh diftillers, to your knowledge, fuch 
as that the evafion of duty upon malt, fuppofing that to be the cafe, has nothing 
whatever to do with their profits ? — I think that has nothing whatever to do with their 
profits, becaufe if a maltfter has evaded the duty he does not make a prefent of it to 
the diftiller. 

Do not you conceive that a maltfter, who has evaded the duty, can afford to fell 
to the diftiller upon cheaper terms than if he had paid the duty? — He might be able 
to afford fo to fell his malt, but he would of courie demand as high a price for it as 
the market could poflibly give him ; whether he has paid the duty does not enter 
Into the conlideration of the parties. 

Do not you conceive that if a confiderable portion of the malt made in England 
pays no duty, that would have an effe6t in lowering the price of malt in the market ? — 

It might ; at the fame time the low prices of malt in the market, I am perfectly con- 
vinced are not always owing to the evafion of duty, but very often to the diftrefs 
a maltfter is under in providing money to pay his duties, and the coniequent neceflity 
he feels himfelf under to fend his malt to market. 

Do you not conceive that the evafion of duty upon any certain article will enable 
a dealer in that article to fell it at a cheaper rate than they would do if they had paid 
all duty ?— It would enable them. 

Do not you know that fpirits can be made without any malt at all? — Yes, but hot 
as the laws now ftand. 

Have you not faid that nineteen gallons of fpirits, at one to ten over proof, may ear 
lily be produced upon the average, according to the mode of working, by the Englilh 
Diftillers ? — Yes, I have, for the working iealon. 

Do you mean for the whole of that feaion during which the Englilh diftillers ufually 
Work? — Yes, I do. 

Of what ftrength is walh made in Scotland by thole houfes that work for the 
Englilh market ?— It is made fo as to enable them to export upon the average of the 
year eighteen gallons from every hundred of walh, and I ftated yefterday that I had 
no objection to be bound to export nineteen per-cent, upon the whole year, provided 
|he countervailing duty on Scotch fpirits coming into England were regulated upon that 
principle. 

Have you not faid in the former part of your evidence, that in fact you did make 
it as ftrong as the walh made by the diftiller in England ?• — 1 believe we do, and ftronger 
fometimes. 

Have you any obje&ion to fay what is the produce per-cent..? — If we export 
eighteen per-cent, it is as ftrong as is required of us. 

In point offaft, if the walh be made of the ftrength mentioned, does it not then pro- 
duce nineteen gallons ? — It will, and fometimes more ; for ipftance, if I work all the 
year round, and can produce twenty gallons one fix mon.ths, and lixteen another, I llaall 
have an average of eighteen ; or feveuteen and nineteen. ' 

0 Did 
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Mr Smith Did you mean to reckon in that manner vyhen you mentioned nineteen gallons as 
i ' •“ , the average produce of the walh of the Englilh diltiller during the working ieafon? 

—I mean of courfe, that I could produce more in the colder Ieafon than in the w armer, 
and fhould regulate my work accordingly. 

Suppofing you worked for feven months only, could not you produce more than 
nineteen per-cent. ? — I do not know as to more than nineteen per-cent, for feven 
months; perhaps fully. that. 

Did you ever make walh in England with a proportion of oats, in which only one- 
fourth part or lefs was malt, which walh produced the quantity of fpirits per hundred 
gallons that the law requires? — I dare fay I have ; I have no doubt of it. 

With how much lefs than one-fourth part r— -I do not recollect. 

Could you in Scotland or England carry on your trade as you do at prefcnt, if you 
were liable to have a check between your wadi, your low wines, and your lpirits, as the 
Irifh diftiller is liable to?— Undoubtedly we could, but if the Irilh regulations pre- 
vailed in England, the check to which the Irilh diltiller is fubjeCt would be very incon- 
venient, and very oppreflive. 

Could you produce nineteen gallons of fpirit from a hundred of walh, at the ftrength 
which the law requires, if the Excite Officer were to balance your account of walh, low 
wines and fpirits, at every vilit, viliting three or four times a day? — I think in general 
we could ; there would be very little difference. 

Would it make no difference to be checked in this manner at the different feafons 
of the year, when the weather is more or lefs favourable for work ? — Perhaps it might, 
but our account is only call up at the end of the year with refpeCt to the general 
produce ; we are allowed twenty gallons credit ; fometimes we fliould have more than 
the nineteen, and fometimes a little lels, taking it every day. 

Are you aware that the Irilh diltiller s account is balanced every day ? — I am 
not aware of it, but if it were, I ihould not conceive it would fecure the duty in 
Ireland. 

Would that mode of viffting your diftillery, by the Excife Officer balancing your 
account frequently in the tw enty-four hours, lay your trade under confiderable in- 
convenience? — Not at all ; they may take ftock with us as often as they pleale. 

Under which fyftem would you prefer to work, the Irilh, the Englilh, or the 
Scotch ? — I w ould not work under the Irilh at all, becaufe I conceive, to make it fuc- 
cefsful, I muff evade the duty, and I would not engage in any trade where that is ne- 
eeffary ; with refpeCt to the Englilh or the Scotch, it is quite immaterial to me which 
of the two ways. 

You have Hated that you could not work under the Irilh law', without an evafion of 
the duty ; upon what particular parts of the Irilh fyftem do you form that eonclulion? 
— It is univerfally bad, I conceive the duty cannot be lecured under the Irilh regula- 
tions ; I have ftated in my paper, a plan for fecuring the Irilh revenue, which I am 
Ture if it were purfued, would be effectual. 

In confequence of your being a reCtilier at the fame time, is not a facility afford- 
ed for getting rid of any forplus which might chance to be produced above nineteen per 
t;ent. ?_\y e never have a furplus above nineteen per-cent., but if we have, there is 
no doubt the furplus might be diipofed otj either by me or any diftiller in London, 
whether reCtifier or not reCtifier. 

Does not the rectification afford a fuperior facility of getting rid of that furplus ?— 
It docs not afford any fuperior facilities, becaufe facilities are to be had in abundance 
if there be a furplus. 

Are not the diftillcrs in Scotland in the habit of keeping large ftocks of fpirits, in 
conlequence of their being able fo to do without the immediate payment of the duty 
'when working for the Englilh market ? — Sometimes they are. 

Would it not require an enormous increafe of capital to keep the fame quantity 
of fpirits in England ? — It would require more capital certainly. 

Is there not a confiderable lofs, both in the ftrength and quantity of fpirits, when 
kept for any length of time ? — There is fume lofs in keepiug lpirits ; but I have 
known fpirits kept for a long time with very little lofs ; it depends upon the mode of 
keeping them. 

According to your principle of calculating, what might be the produce of a 
1,500 gallon ftill ; what ought a ftill of 200 gallons to produce? — I ihould conceive 
if there be any fault at all in the fcale, it is in favour of the 200 gallon lull confidcrabiy ; 
but I fiiould not like to allert that without afitual experiment i think a 200 gallon 
ftiil would produce more in proportion than a 1,500 gallon ftill ; I mean, more than 
Hie proportion ftated iii the ipale . 
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Are ftills of all fizes equal to their proportion ?— I fpoke of ftills from 500 to Mr. Smith. 
1,500 gallons. ^ ' 4 

Then you do not with to be underftood as giving any anfwer as to ftills of 
200 gallons? — I do not give any preciie anfwer as to ftills of 200 gallons I think 
ftills of 200 could bear more work in proportion than ftills of 500 gallons and 
upwards. . . • ; 

Is it the praftice of the Irilh. diftiller to fend lys fpiiits" re^ified into the "Englifh 
market? — It , is not, nor do I conceive it would be for liis iptefeit. 

lias he ever attempted to fend his fpirits re&ified into the Englifh market? — I 
am not acquainted with any fuch attempts ; I have known fpirits come here as Irilh, 
which I have thought rectified, and alio fpirits which I . have thought mixed with 
foreign fpirits ; 1 have known fpirits of that defcription brought to trial here and 
condemned, and I have bought them at the Excife fales. 

Then he is not permitted to import rectified fpirits into this country ? — I believe he 
was permitted to bring rectified and compounded fpirits into this country on the 
payment of a higher duty ; I am not certain how the law ftands now, but there have 
no fpirits come here perfectly rectified that I know. of. 

In the event of his fending to this country the plain rectified fpirit, upon which 
the queftion of mixture cannot arife, is .there any impediment to carrying on that 
trade? — I do not know that there is, at the fame time it cannot be for his intereft 
to do it. 

Have you any doubt that he has a right to carry on that trade? — If he choofes to 
do it, I do not fee why he lhould not be permitted. 

Are there not periods at which, from local caufes, fuch as the price of grain in either 
country, it may be for the advantage of the manufacturer of the one to lend his fpirits for 
foie to the other without any illicit conduft on his part, and independent ot the Revenue 
regulations ? — No doubt of it ; we have ourfelves lent fpirits from Scotland, accom- 
panied w ith every thing fair with refpect to Government, and were induced to do lb 
from the high prices in Ireland. 

Then* do not you think that an Irilh manufacturer can fairly come into the 
Enolilh market, availing himfelf of thefe local caufes?— lie might lomctimes. 

Sup poling the Engli'lh diltillers to produce a furplus above nineteen gallons, is not 
the getting rid of that furplus an aft contrary to law? — Undoubtedly. 

Is^not the diftiller, who is not a reftifier, obliged to have recourfe to the affiftance 
of forne other perlbn, in order to the performance of this aft? — He could manage 
it with the molt perfeft eafe ; he has only to fend one gallon upon a pipe, or two 
gallons upon a pipe to each of his cuitomers, which I have known done, not for the 
purpole of laving duty ; but when the nominal price of the Englilh diftiller was 
above the actual price, T have known it compenfated for by allowances in quantity 
and Strength, the permit not covering thole allowances. I have very lately feen 
Englifh fpirits in the London market in the reftifiers lliops at the ltrength of one 
to eight over hydrometer proof, which is two and a half per-cent, above the ftrength, 
and therefore contrary to law, becaufe the law fays they cannot be fold at more than one 
to ten. Thefe things happen not uncommonly, when a diftiller gives what is termed 
a turn to a cuftomer, and there is no notice taken of it ; befides, molt of the mall- 
dil tillers in London have their ions, brothers, father, or other near relations engaged 
in the rectifying trade, and for any thing I know to the. contrary they are partners, 
or virtually partners ; but in all cafes the ftocks of the inalt-diftiMers and reftifiers 
are kept feparate. _ 

As you have now anfwered the queftion, is not the party of whom I have ipoken 
compelled to have recourfe to the afnitance of another in getting rid of the furplus r 
To the affiftance of the reftifier merely. 

If a man unites in his own perlbn the character of diftiller and reftifier, is he 
not freed from this inconvenience ? — There is no inconvenience at all in it. 

Is lie not free from the neceffity of employing another perfon to affilt him in the 
performance of an illegal aft?— The reftifier and he of courie would underhand 
that matter perfeftly well. , , 

I do not afk whether the reftifier would underftand or not, but whether, it he be 
“himfelf the. reftifier, he is not freed from the inconvenience of employing another per- 
fon to affift him? — I think he is not, becaufe his ownfervants muft ot courfe know it 
In the other cafe, is he notalfo expoled to. the knowledge of the reftifier and of his 
fervants?— Undoubtedly, at the fame time the reftifier would be a very great fool 
to turn informer. - t. 

>93. S Do 
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Mr. Smith. Do you not confider that the law to prevent the diftiller and rectifier carrying on at 
— -* one and the fame time the two trades, would prevent the facility of committing 

fraud ?— Not in the lmalleft degree as the trade is carried on in England. 

Docs the ftrength of the fpirits, upon which the detection of fuch fuppofed fraud 
depends, neceffarily fall under the cognizance of the fervants? — Always, both at the 
. malt-diftillery and the reCtifying-houfe. 

Is it the bufinefs of the fervants to compare the quantities fent in with the permit? 

— Always ; if there were a difference of one gallon there would be a clamour j 
about it. 

Is the malt-duty the fame in Scotland as it is in England, and if not, what is the I 
difference? — In Scotland it is 2 gs. $d. per quarter; in England 34^. 8<al; dif- J 
-ference 5 s. 3d. 

Is there not a different duty in Scotland in confequence of the laft additional duty 
in England, when the malt is made from beer or bigg ? — Yes, beer or bigg pays 
only two- thirds of the malt-duty to which barley is fubjected, equal to about igs. 7 j-d. 
per quarter; the difference therefore is about gs. g\d. 

What regulations are there exifting to ascertain whether the malt is made in 
Scotland from beer or bigg, or from barley ? — The regulations are the malt laws in j 

general, and for thatpurpofe are adequate, but they are frequently not well executed, 
barley being often made into malt. at the beer-duty ; indeed I have known maltlters in 
the Northern diftrifit who would contra®;. with any perfon to malt tor them barley for 
the whole feafon, and to pals it upon the beer-duty, giving the perfon employing them 
the benefit of that advantage. 

Is the ma!t-duty that is paid in Scotland drawn back on the exportation of fpirits 
to England ? — It is not. 

To w hat fum is the malt-duty in Scotland calculated to amount on the gallon 
-of fpirits, and how is that fum made out? — As between Scotland and England, 
it is calculated that half malt and half unmalted corn are ufed by the diftiller, 
which at the Scotch malt-duty, is equal to g~ %d. upon the gallon of fpirits, and at 
the Englifh malt-duty , is equal to 1 1 -id. upon the gallon of fpirits. 

I underftood you to fay that fpirits were often lent out by the Englifh diftiller, of 
fuperior ftrength to ten per-cent ? — Yes, fometimes they are. 

Is it not in confequence of advantages offered by the fale of fpirits of fuperior 
ftrength by the English diftiller, that the Englifh obtain frequently three-pence a 
gallon more than the Irifh and Scotch ? — I think it will in general be found, that 
the nominal difference between Scotch fpirits and Englifh fpirits is accounted for 
in that way ; Irifh fpirits I cannot fay much about, I do not know how they fell their 
fpirits here. 



jovis, 4* die Maii 1809. 

The Right Honourable N. Vans itt art in the Chair. 



THOMAS SMITH, ESQ. 

'Mr. Smith Does the fixteen per cent, which is allowed by the diftillery laws in Ireland, when 
. the Irifh diftiller works a 1,500 gallon frill, afford him any facility, where he is f® 
inclined, to export a part of his fpirits, and to receive, in the fhape of drawback, more 
than the duty he may have paid? — At one time the Irifh diftiller received a drawback 
as if no fuch allowance of fixteen per cent, had been made to him ; but that has been 
altered, and I apprehend it is not the cafe now ; I have always thought, however, 

. that a diftiller in Ireland working a 1,500 gallon frill, and receiving the allowance of 
fixteen per cent., might, upon the exportation of part of his produce, fo contrive mat- 
ters between himfelf and the proprietor of a five hundred gallon frill, if not direStly, at 
leaft through the medium of feme dealer, by ivhich the fpirits made in a 1,500 gallon 
frill might he exported, and the drawback obtained upon them as if they had been 
made in a frill of 500 gallons. I do not know that fuch things exift, but I fee nothing 
to prevent them. 

Are you aware that there is this to prevent it, namely, that the law requires the 
: permit accompanying fpirits to exprefs w hether they are permitted from a 500, a 
u,ooo or a 1,500 gallon frill to the perfon who may intend to export them? — I am 

aware 
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aware that fome regulation of that kind rna.y be pra6tifed ; but ftill that would not Smith. 

prevent it, becaufe the tranfaction is carried on through the intervention of the com- i, 
men agent between the two parties, in whofe ftock there is both credit and fpirits 
from a 1,500 gallon diitiller on the one hand, and from a 500 hundred gallon diitiller 
on the- oilier, equally valuable in the Irilh market; the 1,500 gallon diitiller may, 
by that means I think, export his own 'fpirits, exchanging the credit, and getting the 
drawback as for fpirits made in a 500 gallon ftill, while the fpirits actually made in 
that ftill, covered by the credit he has received from the ftill of 1,500 gallons, would 
be fent into the home market. It would not, however, be all profit to the exporting 
1,500 gallon diitiller, becaule the dealer would come in for a part of that. 

Are you or are you not aware that there are any further regulations that tend to 
check the poffibility of that kind of fraud ? — I have underftood that the perfon export- 
ing is required by law to latisty the revenue officers, or the Ccmmiffioners of Excite, 
that he draw's back no more duty than he has paid. How the law is executed 1 do 
not know ; but I am not aware of any regulation that exifts, or that can be deviled to 
prevent a dealer having fpirits in ftock from both the fources I have mentioned, lubfti- 
tuting the fpirits from one fource under the permit of tlie other. 

Is he not fubje&ed to the lofs of the entire drawback if it is difeovered ? — I dare 
fay there are penalties. 

As the fpirits from a 500 and a 1 ,500 gallon ftill are both equally valuable in the 
Irilh market, what advantage is it to a dealer to export one in preference to the other ? 

— He gets a large drawback upon the one, and a fmaller drawback upon the other. 

According to this mode of Itatement, llippofe a dealer having fpirits in his polfeffion,. 
the produCt of a 500 gallon ftill, and o. a 1,500 gallon ftill, were under cover to ex- 
port fpirits, receiving the drawback as it from a 50Q. gallon -ftill, muft it not neceffaiily 
imply that he muft retain in the home market a correfponding quantity from a 1,500 
gallon ftill? — Of eourle, but the dealer exporting might in that cafe -receive a draw- 
back, which the revenue would not otherwife pay. 

Can the revenue directly fuffer in conlequence of that exchange of credit or permits'? 

No, I cannot fay that it does ; if all the fpirits together were exported, the revenue 

would only,, upon the whole, pay what it lias received. 

Do you underftand the greateft part ol the fpirits exported from Ireland to be di- 
rectly exported by the diitiller who has made them, or by dealers and other perlbns ? — 

I cannot ©xaCtly anfwer that queftion ; I have fpoken ratner upon what may be done 
than what I know of having been done. 

Do you conceive it poffible, by any regulations, if fpirits are permitted to be ex- 
ported by dealers, or any perfons except the diitiller who has made them, to ascertain 



in g c _ 

England. 

Are vou aware that the general practice of Ireland is to warehouse previous to 
exportation? — I am not aware that is the general practice, it may be ; I know tney. 
may warehoule if they pleaie, and take out again for home confumption, which fpirits 
fo taken out for home confumption may afterwards be exported at the pleafure of the 
proprietor. . . , „ , 

Are you aware that fpirits warehoufed for exportation are permitted generally from 
the diftillers to the warehoufer— I fuppofe they muft, I do not know that any Other 
fpirits can be warehoufed. 

Muft there not in order to produce the fraud which you fuppofe capable of being 
committed, an interchange of permits take place? — An interchange of permits is not 
necefi’ary, it may be done through the medium of the dealer to whofe ftock the fpirits 
and the permits go in the firft inftance; the credit in ftock protecting the lpnits is 
fufficient to fend them out either for home confumption or for exportation, without 
any account being kept or diftinCtion being made of the identical produce of each 
ftill, as referring to each permit received by the dealer. 

Is not the dealer exporting obliged to diftinguilh whether the fpirits hawe been 
diftilled from a 500 or a 1,500 gallon .ltill ? — I never heard that he was, and 1 do not 
believe he is, but if he were, I do not fee how fubffitutipn could be prevented. 

Is there anv difadvantage arifes to the revenue from the fyftem of warehouimg 
fpirits for exportation from one country to the other ?• — I think the mode of ware- 
houfiog Irilh fpirits for exportation very imperfea ; I am not prepared to lay that 

o r - J^y 
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Mr. Smith. any Fraud to the revenue arifes in confequen.ee, but I have certainly known (as I 

t mentioned yeftcrday) fpirits come into this country from Ireland with permit as fpirits 

of Irifh manufa&ure, which I am certain were mixed with foreign, and that mixture I 
think might very eafily take place in thofe public warehoufes; for Britifh fpirits, Hollands, 
French brandy, Weft India rum, go all into the fame warehoufe ; anti it appears by 
the reports to which I have formerly referred, that the warehouting iyftem of Ireland 
has been the fource of great abufes. 

Are you aware of any difference in the regulations for the warehoufmg of fpirits to 
be exported from Ireland to England, and from Scotland to England ? — The difference 
is very great, I have in the paper given in explained in what manner the fpirits made 
by the Scotch diftiller for exportation to England muft be warehoufed, w hich differs 
materially from that praCtifed -in Ireland ; in the former ca: I conceive baud to be 
impoffible, and in the warehoufmg plan for Ireland, I have exprefsly recommended 
tlie Scotch mode of warehoufmg. 

Does the Scotch diftiller warehoufe his fpirits for exportation in a ftore belonging 
to the public, or in a bore of his own ? — In a warehoufe within the diftillery, fecured 
as I have formerly mentioned ; the officer never lofes fight of the fpirits from the time 
they come from the ftill till they are locked up ; but in Ireland the diltillery and the 
•warehoufes are often at a very great diftance. 

Has the Scotch diftiller no accefs after his fpirits are lodged in the warehoufe ? — 
He -.has not, except in the prefence of the luperior and inferior officers, each of whom, 
together with himfelf, have feparate keys, and no one key anfwers to two locks. 

Are you aware that the Irifh diftiller lodges his fpirits in a warehoufe of which he 
• has no key at all?— I believe he does, but they are not the more fecure for that. 

You are a partner in a diftillery and a partner in a rectifying houfe in London at 
the fame time? — I am a partner in a diltillery in London, but not in a rectifying 
houfe ; .1 have a contingent intereft in a rectifying houfe in London. 

Do the laws of Scotland permit the fame perfon to be a rectifier and a diftiller? — 
They do, but there are no rectifiers in Scotland ; the.reafon is, that all Hills are fubjeCt 
to the licence duty of £. 162. per gallon, which is in eftecl prohibitory, but there is 
nothing in the law-otherwife to prevent it. 

Have you ever permitted fpirits from your Scotch diftillery to that .rectifying houfe 
in London in which you have a contingent intereft ? — Never. 

Have fpirits ever been permitted from that houfe in Scotland to that rectifying houfe 
in London? — Never. 

The fpirits from that Scotch houfe that come to London come by water? — 
They do. 

To whom are they generally configned, or are they generally configned to any 
individual or houfe? — They are configned to me. 

Uniformly ?— Always. 

Where are they lodged when they come to London? — On the wharfs where they 
are landed. 

After they fo come to your hands in London, are they ever permitted to that 
rectifying houfe in which you have a contingent intereft ? : — In three or four infiances 
they have been, I think not in more. 

Have you ever known, or do you believe that a very large proportion of fpirits 
come fraudulently acrofs the border from Scotland into England by land ?■ — No, I 
do not believe any great quantities come, but I dare fay fomedo come, that is to fay, 
fpirits made in illicit ftills in Scotland may perhaps come acrofs the border, and 
poffibly fome made for home confumption in the entered ftills, after they have reached 
the frock of a dealer, -may be lent acrofs the border ; but I have no know ledge of any 
filch thing, I ftate it merely on my idea of its being poflible. 

Can you form any eftiinate of the amount of duty evaded in Scotland by means of 
illicit frills’? — I think I can; in my opinion, the lots to the revenue by that traffic in 
Scotland is not under five hundred thoufand -pounds a year; 1 ftate this on the data 
I lai't year gave to the Sugar Committee. 

Is there any thing by the regulations of law in Scotland to prevent the illicit made 
fpirits in Scotland, whether fraudulently made in the Highlands or fraudulently made 
in the licenfed ftills in the Lowlands, to be exported as Scotch fpirits to Ireland, and ob- 
tain the drawback? — If they can be covered with regular credit I know’ of nothing to 
hinder it; but I do not conceive that fpirits can be illicitly made in the entered 
frills. 

Do. the Lowland djftillers find any market .in the Highlands for their fpirits? — They 

find 
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find hardly any market now ; the North country market was at one lime the belt 
market we had. _ v 

What prevents their now finding a market there as they formerly did ? — The 
higher rate of duty which has been impofed upon the regular diftillers, and the great 
extent of illegal Hills. 

You ftated yelterday, that if Government fhould give the Scotch entered difuller 
complete pofieffion of the Scotch market, by preventing illicit trade, there would be 
trade enough at home for all the entered diftillers of that country, w ithout fending 
any fpirits to England; how could Government in your opinion do this? — Firft, by 
aboli&ing the Highland exemption, both with refpeft to diftillery and to the duty of 
pne-third on beer and bigg, which are femrees of infinite abufe, and next by reducing 
fomewhat the rate of duty on the fpirits, which would not tend to increafe the confump- 
tion, but only better to fecure the revenue ; and if I may take the liberty of adding, by 
the Lord Advocate of Scotland urging ftrenuoufly upon the Magiftrates for counties and 
boroughs in that country to fecond the views of the Revenue officers in the fuppref- 
fion ot illegal diftillers, for the law is already abundantly ftrong if enforced ; in that 
way I conceive the trade of the Scotch regular diftillers would be nearly doubled, 
and the revenue benefited five hundred thoufand pounds a year. I knew an inftance 
iome years ago in which the exertions of the Lord Advocate, in confequence ot recom- 
mendations from the Trealury, produced the effeft of totally ftipprefiing illicit dil-> 
tillation. 

When did this take place? — In the year 1795 - 

How long did this period, during which there were no illicit ftills, continue to 
cxift ? — About twelve or eighteen months ; at leaft if one appeared in a remote 
corner it was a wonder ; I have no doubt however the Lord Advocate could not of 
himfelf have done that, unlefs the gentlemen he addreffed had given him a hearty 



co-operation. 

Do vou think the fame order now from the Lord Advocate would produce the lame 
effeCt?— I think it would produce a moft happy effeft. 

What was the reafen of the illicit ftills getting up again ? — A want of energy. 

In the year 1797? — Yes. 

Under the fame Lord Advocate? — Yes. 

Do you attribute the exiftence of the illicit trade of Scotland to a want of due 
exertion on behalf of the Magiftrates of that country to fupprefs it?— Very much 
owuic to that ; at the fame time a great deal depends on due vigilance being ufed by 
the Revenue officers, and due encouragement being giving them, ior I have heard 
of a Revenue officer being reprimanded by a Magistrate in Scotland while he was 



only doing his duty. . 

Do you imagine that at prefent due vigilance is ufed m Scotland by the Revenue 
-officers, or is there a relaxation in them, in the execution of their duty?— A very 



relaxation. 



^IdVvou mean both in the Highlands and in the Lowlands? — I think the extent of 
the evafion in the Highlands is much greater than in the Lowlands, but there is a 



great deal in both. , , „ , „ „ , 

Do vou imagine that there exifts any collufion between the Revenue officers and 



the illicit diftillers ?— I know of no fuch collufion ; in faft, the Revenue officers give 
themfelves very littie trouble about the matter ; tire evil arifes from negligence more 
than any tliinvelfe, and from the officer not being lufficrently encouraged ; it an officer 
lays out four or five pounds in going to detea an illicit fall, he may not get back Ins 
■money for a twelvemonth, or not at all if he does notfucceed m making a leisure, 

and may get broken bones into the bargain. 

Suppofe you were in your Scotch entered fall to produce the 2,025 gallons that 
the law requires in time to enable you then to commence readying fpirits, have you 
ever found it your intereft to do fo/or have you ever done fo ?— W e have never done to, 
■and it would not be for our advantage to do fo r for if we employed our fall in ready- 
ing, the licence would run on juft as if we were making lpints, to that we fliould on 
the fame fpirits be paying the licence-duty twice over; but we have .1. Scotland no 
demand for. rectified fpirits. . , , 

You fay there is no law in Scotland to prevent the fame perfon carrying on the trades 
-of diftiller and reftifier? — I know of no law to prevent it if he choofes to pay the lull- 
duty, wbieh, as I have before obferved, is prohibitory. 



n criviuo vour-opinion yefterdav upon the quantity of fpirits capable of being made 
r-.-u r... ‘ T.. Q ior.rt iwvp vnn ftatfifi whether the large or final! 



bv ftills of -various fizes' in Ireland, have you ftated whether the large or 
lulls would be more beneficial to the Revenue and to the difuller .—I believe I did 
not give my opinion upon that yefterday. 

m- 
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What is your opinion upon that? — I think the Revenue can never be better fecured} 
nor at i'o little expence, as in the large ftills. I think alio tliat it is beneficial for the 
diftiller, becaufe in the large ftills I am fure that the fpirits can be carried to market 
on better terms than if made in fmall ftills ; if ftnall ftills were introduced into Ireland, 
I have very little doubt that the lame thing would occur there which now exifts with 
refpeCfc to the fmall ftills in the Highlands of Scotland ; they are the fource of great 
dvafion, and a great annoyance to the larger diftillers. 

" If Ireland works for exportation to England in a houfe entered exclufively for that 
purpofe, would you propole that Irilh fpirits fliould be exported within a limited time 
after they were made? — No, I would not; that would be to dictate to the diftiller at 
what time he mult fend his goods to market, which I conceive would be repugnant to 
every commercial principle. 

Your objection to fmall ftills merely arifes from its being more difficult to colleCt 
the duty on them ? — That is one realon, but the fpirits made in thole ftills could not 
be carried to market, as I have laid, upon fuch good terms as when made in 
the larger ftills ; and as a Britilh diftiller, I have this other reafon, that if the trade of 
Ireland were to be thrown into fmall ftills, the immediate effeCt of it upon the prefent 
large ftills of Ireland would be, that their trade for home confumption as now carried 
on would be ruined, and the prefent diftillers would be under the neceffity of feeking 
a precarious trade by exportation to this country. 

Then the policy you would recommend to Ireland would be, to continue a monopoly 
of the diftilling trade in the hands of the large diftillers ? — No, I do not recommend a 
monopoly, but if equal laws be formed^ and it be rendered impoffible to evade 
the duty, even in- the fmall ftills in Ireland, which I think fearcely practicable, 
I am of opinion that unlels the large ftills lhould be totally prohibited, they would, 
at no very remote period, carry off the trade from their iinaller neighbours, who I 
am fure cannot keep up with them; I am always taking it for granted that the full 
duty is paid in every cafe. If one is to work fair, and the other not, there is no fore- 
feeing how that might operate. 

Then if you imagine, from the nature of things, the large frill mult beat the fmall 
ftill in the market, you do not fee, I prefume, any neceffity for giving a premium of 
eight and fixteen per-cent, to ftills of a thoufand and fifteen hundred gallons? — I fee 
fro neceffity for that, provided the duty on frills of all lizes be fairly and equally paid 
in proportion to the quantity made by each. 

If a fmall ftill in the common courie of things cannot meet a large frill in the mar- 
ket, a difeount of eight and lixteen per-cent, mult give fuch a preference to the large 
frill, as totally to annihilate any profpeCt of trade in a diftiller letting up trade in a fmall 
ftill, if he means fairly to pay the duty ? — If the duty be fairly paid in both cafes, I 
conceive that the fihall ftill can have no chance of fucceis againft the large frill ; when 
I fpeak of duty, I mean an equal rate of duty upon the gallon of fpirits. 

Is it not one of the objects of the Scotch and Englifh diftillers, to deprive the Irilh 
diftiller of the advantage which he at prefent poffefies, under the eight and fixteen per 
cent. ? — By no means ; in the paper which I have delivered to tiie Committee, I have 
fuggefted a mode, by which, if it be the with of Government to continue that eight and 
fixteen per-cent, to the Irilh diftiller for home confumption; it may be done without 
prejudice to the Scotch or Englifh diftillers. 

But for exportation ? — In that cafe, I conceive the exportation would be differently 
regulated from what it is now. 

Under all circumftanees, would you recommend the continuance of the eight and 
fixteen per-cent, ? — I think if it be the wifh of the diftillers in Ireland working for 
home - confumption, taking it for granted that the regulation of export will be conduct- 
ed as it is between Scotland and England, they ought to be gratified in that refpeCt ; 
but then it ought to be confidered in the countervailing duty on Britilh fpirits going into 
Ireland. 

Then of courfe you wifh to do away the advantage of the eight and fixteen per-cent? 
• — In the intercoivrfe between the two countries, undoubtedly, it mult be done away. 

What regulations exift in Scotland to prevent the exportation of fpirits to Ireland, 
which have not paid the duty? — Spirits cannot be exported from Scotland to Ireland 
unlefs accompanied w ith regular permit from the frock of fome entered diftiller or 
dealer, w hich is held to be proof of the fpirits having paid the duty. 

Do you confider thole permits as a fufficient lecuritv? — In the cafe of a dealer I 
do not think it is, becaufe a dealer having an entered frock, with credit in that ftock, 
might if he chofe it, ferve the neighbourhood with fpirits w ithout permit, and ibpply 
the place of thofe with Ipirits from illicit ftills, w hich fpirits wlien in his ftock covered 
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by the credit previoufly belonging to it, might be exported to Ireland, and a drawback 
be obtained upon them as it they had been legally made ; it is for that, amongft other 
.reafons I have recommended that the right of exporting from one country to another 
ihould be limited to the maker of the fpirits ; I think no fraud of this fort could happen 
in the itock ot an entered diftiller. 

Does the working of ftrong or weak wafh occafion any confiderable ditference in 
the employment of capital .- — Very confiderable, it is moft advantageous to work 
Strong waih in the cold feafon, and therefore the diftiller neceffarily lays up a flock of 
fome magnitude to fupply his trade for the reft ofjthe twelve-month, which cannot be 
done without the command of a large capital ; but in working weak wafh the diftiller 
may work every day in the year, f'o that no fuch ftock of fpirits, and confequent ad- 
vance of money, is neceflary. 1 

State the greateft difference you have ever known between Englifli, Iriih and 
Scotch fpirits, in the London market ?— -I believe Wilt fpirits fold in die London 
market one flailing a gallon under the nominal price of Englifli fpirits, and I 
have no doubt Scotch fpirits have been fometimes fold from nine pence to a ihii - 
hng under the nominal price of Englilh fpirits, but that has not been the cafe latterly ■ 
indeed, Scotch fpirits now obtain a higher price than the Englifli ; I fpeak of fpirits of 
equal ftreugth, and where there is not much difference in the quality. 

To what do you attribute this difference in the price? — The time to which I allude 
was when the Englilh diftillers found it convenient not to alter the nominal price but 
in fome other way to make allowance for it to the rf&ifiers which might confift of 
difeount at the time of fettling, or of over meafure, or over llrenvth, which over 
meafure or over lirength are not exprelfed in the permits. 

Do you imagine the readier could have any advantage in purchafmg from the 
Englilh diftiller in preference to tile Irifh or Scotch, and what ? — I think lie would 
generally give a preference to the Englifli diftiller, but one penny per gallon would take 
the rectifier from any diftiller in London. 

Was there in the year 1 795, when the Lord Advocate applied to the maviftrates 
relative to the fuppreflion of illicit frills, a prohibition againft diftillation in Scotland ' 
There was. 

Was there then an idea entertained in England and Scotland of a fcarcity? There 

was a fcarcity at that time. 

Was it owing to this fcarcity that the magiftrates were induced to interfere in the 
fuppreffion of ftills ? — I believe very much, at the fame time I think it would not 
have been done nearly to die extent it was had it not been for the Lord Advocate’s 
good endeavours. 

Would the Lord Advocate have it in his power, were the magiftrates not willing to 
concur in his recommendation, to enforce it?— I fear not, but his recommendation 
would go a great way. 

Do you not think, that when this recommendation was given in the year 179 5, it 
was owing in a great meafure to the fcarcity that had had an effect with the magif- 
trates r — I have no doubt of that ; at the lame time, the high price to which fpirits 
advanced upon that occafion did undoubtedly hold out an inducement to illicit diftil- 
lation, which had not exifted before that time. 

Do you know, that in the year 1806, a ftrong letter was written from the Board of 
Treafury to the Lord Advocate, as well as to the Excife Board in Scotland, calling 
upon them to exert themlelves in putting down illicit diftillery? — I know it well. ° 
r What effect did that letter produce?— I believe that the recommendation of the 
Treafury was fcarcely at all afited upon ; there was a Hidden change of miniitry which 
prevented it. 

Are you of opinion that a renewal of the order made in 1 806, w ould have a bene- 
ficial effect ? — A molt beneficial efteCt. 

Do you apprehend that any fuch order would be neceflary to prevent fraud in Eng- 
land "—I do not know that it could do any good; it could do no harm ; I think the 
bufinefs of the Excife in England is fo well done as to render it unavailing. 

Do you know whether the diftillers in the Highlands export any fpirits to Ireland? 
—I do not know it; they cannot do it legally ; whether they do it illegally, I am not 
informed. I am informed that illegal lpirits are exported to "the Highlands from Ire- 
land in the fait veflels, which carry ialt from Ireland to Scotland. 

To the injury of the revenue of both countries ? — Yes, of courfe. 

Is there much illicit diftillation in England ? — A good deal. 

Can you form any calculation as to the amount ? — I cannot ; but in mv 
intercourle with the London rectifiers, I learn from them that they fiud many of 
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then- cuftomets, the fpirit dealers and ftnall publicans in London, are fupplied with 
! illicit fpirits. . . 

Do you mean illicit fpirits diftilled in England, or foreign fpirits? I meanfpints 
illicitly diftilled in England. . 

In what mode do you conceive thefe frauds can be carried on in Lngland r By 
means of private ftills. . 

Are the regulations to prevent illicit diftillation not lufficiently ftrong r— They are 
ftrong enough, but the duty is too high, and the temptation is Hill greater lincc the 
fugar fvftem was introduced, becaufe the price of fugar Spirit is considerably dearer 
than corn fpirit, although the duty is not more; and the illicit diftiller ufes melaffes, 
with which he fupplies himfelf at a price much inferior in proportion to what the regular 
diftiller can fupply himfelf with fugar, the regular diftiller not being permitted to ufe 
melaffes. 

If a great proportion of the fpirits confumed in Scotland and in England evade the 
duty, does not that operate as an indirect charge upon Iriih fpirits coming to Great 
Britain? — ff the confumption of Scotland and England were fupplied with fpirits 
which did not pay the duty, and the fpirits were fold fo much the cheaper, Irilli 
fpirits could not of courfe obtain fo good a price as they otherwiie might ; in this way, 
therefore, it may operate as an indirect charge upon the fpirits regularly diftilled in 
Scotland and in England, as well as upon fpirits imported from Ireland. 

' In what proportion do you calculate that lpirit can be diftilled from melaffes cheaper 
than 'from fugar? — One hundred and twelve pounds of meiafles will yield eight gal- 
lons of fpirits one to ten over hydrometer proof, and the fame quantity of fugar will 
vield eleven gallons ’; the price of fugar is confiderably above that of melaffes, 

” . Do you conceive that the proportion of illicit fpirit diftilled in England is nearly fo 
great as either in Scotland or. Ireland ? — -I conceive it bears no companion to either. 

® You ftated yefterday, that the regulations with refpeft to the Iriih malt duty confer 
•an advantage of u. 6\d. per gallon upon Irifli fpirits exported to Britain.' \es. 

... You did not ftate that, as you mentioned, on your opinion alone, but upon the au- 
thority of a very refpedtable Iriih diftiller, and that you had converled with other 
Irilli diltillers upon this fubjeft, and found no difference of opinion ; have you any 
objection to mention the names of the other Irilli diltillers? — No, I have not; I have 
converled with Mr. Brown of Dundalk, and in fact, with all the gentlemen whom I 
now lee in the room. 

With Mr. Jamefon? — I do not recoiled as to Mr. Jamefon ; he has been prefent 
when the fubjed was mentioned, but there appeared no difference of opinion con- 
cerning the efficiency of the regulation, with refped to the exad effed of it, oi 
in other words, to the amount of advantage to the Iriih diftiller ; w r e never came upon 
that ; it depends upon the quantity of malt ufed ; the Iriih diltillers have no objedion 
to the amount of duty, if it could be blade effedual. 

You have ftated that you could produce more fpirit from the waih in the colder 
'feafon than in the warmer? — -Yes. _ _ 

Then you can produce fpirits longer in the year in Scotland than in England . A 

How many months longer would you work in Scotland than in England r — Two 
months, probably. . 

Does not that circumftance give the Scotch an advantage m working for the Eng- 
lffii market, which the Englilh do not poffefs r — A es, it does. 

What is the difference in England between working in lummer and in winter, m 
refped of produce?— I never worked in lummer in England, but! fliould think it 
may be from one and a half to two per cent, in the produce of the wath, which in 
a good feafon would yield nineteen, and might in the other yield but ieventeen, or, if 
the weather was very hot, only fixteen gallons from one hundred, fometimes even lefs. 

Have you any knowledge whether, fince the prohibition of the diitillery in Ireland, 
any fpirits diftilled in Scotland for home confumption have been font to Ireland, or 
only thofe made for export?— Yes, I have; the fpirits diftilled in Scotland for expor- 
tation can he fent to England only ; it is thofe which are diftilled for home eonfump- 
tion which may be exported to Ireland, and no other. 

Upon what law are they allowed to be exported to Ireland? — I apprehend tne Act 
of Union ; I do not know any other law which regulates the trade, except the laws 
which have palled fnbfequently to that founded upon the fame principle. 

You ftate, that fpirits made for export to England cannot be exported to Ireland by 
flaw.? — -No, nor any where elfe. , 

J Yoa 
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You ftate, that all the Ipirits which were exported to Ireland mult 'be thofe made 
for home confumption ? — Certainly. 

Do you apprehend that any of the Highland Ipirits, made in entered Hills, are ex* 
(ported to Ireland ? — I apprehend not, it is not permitted by law ; Ipirits made in the 
Highland entered ftills are limited to the confumption of the Highlands. 

You have ftated that they come into the Lowlands? — Being linuggled. 

Spirits made for home confumption in the Lowlands, cannot be exported to Eng- 
land ? — They cannot. 

The ipirits made for export to England in the Lowlands cannot be exported into 
Ireland? — They cannot. 

The Ipirits made in the Highlands cannot be exported to Ireland, England, or the 
Lowlands of Scotland ? — Not according to law'. 

Then Ireland can be fupplied from Scotland only by ipirits made in the Lowlands 
for home confumption? — Yes. 

Are they not prohibited from being exported to foreign parts ? — They may be ex- 
ported, but the exporters would get no drawback. 

Was Ireland eonfidered as a foreign part ? — Previous to the Act of Union Hie was. 

Is there any thing in the Aft of Union which fays the contrary refpefting Ipirits ?— 
I never read the Aft of Union, except looking at lome parts of it here and there. 

Have you read every part of it refpefting fpirits ? — I doubt whether I have, we 
were very long in underftanding the Aft of Union, and I do not know that we yet un- 
derftand it perfeftly ; it was a great while before we found out the drawback peculiar 
to Scotland. 

What is the exaft amount of the duty paid in the Lowlands for home confump- 
tion? — The exaft amount received by Government from the diftiller, is 5*. i\d. per 
gallon. 

What is the amount of the incumbrance of malt duty ? — 9 -&d. per gallon, ufing 
half and half, making together 5 s. liP- 0 d. 

Is that all the charge upon the fpirits ? — By no means. 

What is the other charge ? — The indireft tax which I have before explained. 

What does the Lowland diftiller draw back ? — Eight fhillings and two pence half- 
penny on com fpirit. - 

What is the difference between thofe two Turns ? — Two lhillings and three pence 
two-tenths. 

Do you know what the Irilh diftiller pays in Ireland? — I know what he is fub* 
jeft to by law r . 

How much? — Live (hillings and eight pence Britilh, including the malt duty, if all 
the duty be paid, which is without regard to ftrength. 

What duty do your fpirits pay in going into Ireland ? — Five lhillings and eight 
pence. 

And you get a drawback of how much? — Eight lhillings and two pence halfpenny. 

How much do you apprehend the Britilh revenue lofes by every gallon of fpirits fo 
exported from Scotland? — I am not lure, fttriftly fpeaking, whether the Britilh re- 
venue is a loler or not, but undoubtedly the Britilh revenue pays eight lhillings and 
two pence halfpenny per gallon, where it has received only five fliillings and eleven 
pence three-tenths. 

Then how do you explain that the revenue is not a lofer ?— Becaufe it is poflible, 
that, except for -the chance of the Irilh market, the fpirits in Scotland might not have 
been made. 

The fpirits being aftually made, and aftually exported, is there not an aftual lofs to 
the revenue? — Upon that ftatement there is. 

The duty upon ■ fpirits coming from Ireland to Scotland, being 8 j. 2 \d. i 
Scotch diftiller being fubjeft to a duty as now ftated, only of 5s. 1 id. T V' hs , d< 
the difference, which is two lhillings and two pence, operate as a protefting duty to the 
Scotch againft the importation of Irilh fpirits ? — It does, fo far as it goes, hut it has 
not always protefted the Scotch againft the Irilh fpirits, becaufe Irilh ipirits in con- 
fiderable quantities have come into Scotland, and have paid at importation 8s. 2 id. 
per gallon. 

"What year did that importation take place?— I fancy three or four years ago. 

Was it to any extent? — -To a conlidcrable extent. 

What became of thofe fpirits ? — They were fold in Scotland, and no doubt con- 
fumed there. ' . 

To what do you attribute the circumftance of there being lold there, when the 
igg. U Scotch 



and the 
, does not 
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Scotch have die capacky of making fpirits enough for their own ufe ?— Tile pvicem 
Scotland, I fuppofe, was better at that time than the price in Ireland. ... 

What was that fuperior price owing to, was it owing to the price ot corn r 1 do 
not recoiled the price of com ; I believe it was at the time oi the year when there was 
no diftiliing going on in Scotland, at the fame tune there was no fcarcity ot fpirit in the 

Was it immediately after the prohibition of the year 1801, that this took place."-— I 
really do not recoil eft the time, nor the occafion of the importation, but I know lnjh 
(pints did come to Scotland, which afforded a very convincing proof to our minds 
that the Irifli diftiller muft have very great advantages in his manufacture to make it 

worth his while fo to export to Scotland. . . T , ., T 

Is there much bitig confumed in Scotland in the diftillenes I believe by the Low- 
land diftillers none fit niight happen that they might grind it into meal, and ufe it in. 

Is there much in the Highlands? — I lhould fuppofe a good deal. 

Is it chiefly ul'ed malted or raw?-In the Highlands, it the malt does not pay the 
dutv it may be ufed there as malt, but when duty is paid I think the Highland 
maitfter, under the pretence of ufing beer or bigg, will very often uie good barley, and 

fo evade one-third of the regular malt duty. . , „ , r , 

Is bi'Ttr ufed in any other wav in Scotland than for the diftillery " It may be ufed 
in the breweries after being made into malt, but I think no wife maitfter will make it 
into malt, to pay even two-thirds of the duty; if he makes malt at all, he will take 
barlev, and pav the higheft duty ; it is ufed to make meal, and for the purpofes ot food. 
Are you limited to' any tonnage in your export trade from Scotland to Lngland r 

We are ; I forget whether it is feventy or a hundred tons. . 

Is the beer uled for any other purpofe than brewing or diftillation : It is ground 

into meal, and ufed for the purpofes of food. 

In any large quantities ?— Confiderable; in the north of Scotland. 



Veneris, 5 0 die Maii 1809. 

Lord Binning in the Chair. 



MALCOLM BROWN, ESQ. 

WHAT is the ftrength at which you make up and fend out your fpirits, and by what 
Mr. Brown. hydrometer p — The hydrometer we ufe generally in our diftillery is L)icas hydrometer, 
v " b'ut we fometimes ufe Sanders’s hydrometer ; we make up our fpirits from twenty to 
twenty-five per-cent, over by Dicas, from ten to fourteen by Sanders s. Sanders s very 
nearly correfponds with Spears’s, which is the inftrument acknowledged by law m 

How does that ftrength correfpond to Clarke’s hydrometer, the inftrument ufed in 
“Great Britain?— One to four by Clarke is twenty-two, or twenty-two and a quarter 

“ Are you by law under any limitation or regulation whatever with regard to ftrength? 

We are under no limitation by law with regard to ftrength. 

Then may you fend out your fpirits for the home market as ftrong as you plealer 

We may. „ .... t 

And you may export as weak as you pleafe? — W e may export at one to ten over , I 

believe the law mentions no hydrometer. 

Is the drawback on the gallon of weak fpirits as much as on the gallon ot ftrong t*— 

Mav the furplus ftrength be diverted into the channel for home confumption, and the 
weak onlv exported ? — The diftiller in Ireland always exports his fpirits at the ftrength 
- the duty is charged upon them by the Officer ; a dealer exporting ipints m Ireland 
may add water to the fpirit, and receive the foil drawback, but he muft, it he does lo, 
convey away without permit the furplus quantity. ... , 

I)o' ftrong fpirits obtain a higher price in Ireland than weak Ipints i— I hey do. 

Do the diftillers and dealers, in their tranfaftions with one another, underhand the 
nature and value of ftrengths ?— It is generally expeaed in Ireland that the ipints (hall 
ftand glafe proof at one to two; if they are above or below that ftrength, a difference m 
price will be made, but not in proportion to the value of the fpirits. Spirits m Ireland juit 
now, that have been imported from Scotland at nearly one to ten over, are felling now 
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at from thirteen {hillings andfixpence per gallon, to fourteen fhillings ; the Irilh Spirit 
twenty- tw o to twenty-tour per-cent, over, by Dicas, are felling at eighteen lbillings and 
Sixpence per gallon, ‘making a difference of 4 *. 6d. per gallon in favour of the Irilh 
Spirits, although the difference in ftrength would only amount to two lliillings. 

Do you attribute that preference to the quality of the Irilh fpirits r — It is on ac- 
count of the quality of the fpirits, the Irilh fpirits giving lb much more fatisfaftion in 
the Irilh market than thofe which come from Scotland. 

There being no check upon ftrength, is there any thing to prevent the diftiller in 
Ireland from Snuggling the furplus ftrength into the home market, as well as the 
dealer?— The diftiller can fend his fpirits into the home market at any ftrength he 
pleafes, of courfe no fmuggling can take place. 

May not a diftiller, after the duty has been charged, reduce his fpirit with water, 
and difpofe of the furplus quantity for home conlumption ? — It the diftiller may fend 
out his fpirits at any ftrength he pleafes, he would be very filly to lower them with 
water, and then have to fmuggle out the furplus quantity. 

If he reduced his fpirit by water, would he not be obliged to reduce his price pro- 
portionably? — Yes, and more in proportion. 

In exporting thofe fpirits, would you not get the fame drawback upon the weak 
fpirits as upon the ftrong, provided they were not lower than one to ten r — \V e 
Ihould. 

By thus reducing ftrong fpirits to a ftrength of one to ten over proof, might you not 
difpofe of the furplus quantity at home? — The diftiller in Ireland always exports his 
fpirits at the ftrength at which the duty is charged upon them. 

Do you mean that by law a diftiller is obliged to export them at the ftrength at which 
duty has been charged, or that it is the practice to do fo ? — It is the practice to export 
them at the ftrength at which the duty has been charged. 

Are you obliged by law to do lb ? — We are not allowed by law to add water to 

them. 

Are not your fpirits obliged to be attended w ith permits from the diftillery ? Yes, 
either to the bonded ftores or to the Iliip. 

If you were to reduce thofe fpirits before by water, would it not tell as fuch in your 
ftock lb as not to have fufficient credit fot permits you ought to have ? — If we were to 
reduce them by water, we Ihould have our ftock ol fpirits increafed, and the duty would 
be charged accordingly. 

So that if you reduced by water, you would in faCt pay duty for the water r — 
Yes. 

As the drawback would be received on as many gallons at one to ten as had paid a 
duty at twenty-five over proof, would not the difference between thefe ftrengths get into 
conlumption in Ireland without duty ? — A diftiller in Ireland could not fend his fpirits 
into conlumption accompanied with permit, without paying the duty for the difference. 

Have you not laid that the duty is not paid on fpirits in Ireland by ftrength, how, 

then, can the fpirits be accounted at the lame ftrength at which the duty is charged r 
The fpirits are taken an account of by the officer before they are fent from the diftiller 
for exportation, and the duty is charged upon the lpirits according to the account re- 
turned to the officer, and they are attended with a permit lor that quantity, and cannot 
afterw ards be altered. 

That permit would not cover a greater quantity of fpirits if they Ihould be weakened ? 
— It would not. 4 . .. 

Is the ftrength as well as the quantity mentioned in that permit? — It is the 
officer who fuperintends the exportation of the fpirits at the lhore, or in the bonded 
ftores, that takes an account of the ftrength of the fpirits at exportation. 

Does it fatisty the officer at the port of exportation if the fame quantity of fpirits 
be delivered there of a ftrength one to ten over? — In exporting fpirits to England they 
are commonly fent out from the diftiilers ftock to the bonded warehoufe at the port 
of exportation, and are there received by permit from the diftiller, in which no attempt 
of the ftrength is mentioned ; but the officer at the bonded ftores has the fpirits gauged, 
and takes an account of the ftrength at the time of putting them into bond when 
exported to England, and the fpirits muft anfwer to that defeription when delivered on 
board the fhip, being exported from the bonded w arehoufe under charge of the flore- 
keeper. , , 

Does any permit accompany the fpirits from the ftock of the diftiller to the bonded 
warehoufe ? — It does. 

What is expreffed in that permit? — The number of calks and the quantity of gallons, 
with the marks and numbers of the calks. 

Is 



Mr. Brcwn. 
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Afr Brawn. Is the ftrength mentioned ?— It is not in that permit. ' . 

/ If fnirits are lent out from the flock of tiic dlftiller with a permit mentioning 
their quantity, hut not tiieir ltrength, if thofc fpirits are ftrong, is there any check to 
Drevent a certain quantity of thofc fpirits being taken out whilft they are conveying 
to the bonded warehoufe, and that quantity replaced by water, provided when they 
arrive at the bonded warehoufe they are one to ten over proof?— It is impoihble to 
add any water in the way from the diftillery to the bonded warehoufe, the tpints would 
be liable to feizure. 



Liince, 8° die Mali 1809. 

Lord Binning in the Chair. 



WILLIAM JACKSON, ESQ. 



Mr, Jack/bn. 

L _____ 



Have vou read the ftatements which have been delivered in to this Com- 
j mittee ?— I have had them put into my hands, but have read onlv one, that 
was I think the Evidence of Mr. Brown. I did not read any of the reft, becaule 
I would not involve myfelf in any difficulties from other opinions, wifhiqg 
that nothing ffould operate upon my mind beyond my own judgment. 1 did 
not know fo much of Ireland as 1 did of other parts of the kingdom, and 
therefore I did read Mr. Brown’s ftatemeot; but I will be free to fay, I did not 
perfeaiy undeiftand it, nor was there anything which gave me an mfight into any 
circumftances I did not before know. . . . 

You are defired to ftate to the Committee, in what manner and to what ex- 
tent (if any) the regulations of revenue which are enforced by law in the manu- 
facture of fpirits in England and Scotland, and in the export ot the fame to Ire- 
land (and to which the manufacturers and exporters of the latter country are not 
liable) operate indirectly as a charge upon fuch fpirits as may be made in Eng- 
land or Scotland for exportation to Ireland, and what alterations you conceive 
would be neceflary in the provifions of law under which fpirits are manufactured in 
Cither of the three countries for exportation, to the other, fo far as relates toreftric- 
tive internal regulations operating indi redly as a charge upon the manu.adure of 
fuch fpirits in either country, or to exifting drawbacks and countervailing duties 
orotherwife, in order to place the intercourfe in fpirits between England and 
Ireland and Scotland and Ireland refpedively, upon thofe terms of reciprocity which 
are required by the Ad of Union ; and alfo, whether the confining the intercourfe 
in fpirits between Great Britain and Ireland, to fuch fpirits as fhall have been 
previoufly diftilled for export, and lodged in warehoufe, and exported from thence 
Without payment of any duty on the fpirlt, will not materially tend to the fame 
0 },j e a ?_f think I fhall beft fulfil the orders of the Committee, relating to draw- 
backs and duties on fpirits, bv fubmitting to their coniideration fuch calculations 
as mav ffew the operation and effed of the drawbacks and countervailing duties 
bn corn fpirits, in fo far as thofe drawbacks and duties, conneded with the provi- 
fions of law, feem to affed the revenue and the manufadurcr m the trade m fuch 
fpirits and by introducing fuch obfervations as, together with the calculations, 
may affift the Committee in deciding as to the beft mode of fecuring that recipro- 
city which the Ad of Union requires. „ 

The revenue drawn from fpirits manufadured in England, arifes principally* 
out of a duty on the waff from which the fpirits are extraded, and a duty on 

the malt employed in preparing that waff. 

The rate of duty on waff from com or grain in England, is per gallon 1 s. 4 af T . 
and the diftiller is allowed a credit of 19 gallons of fpirits, at the ftrength of 
1 to 10 over hydrometer proof, for every one hundred gallons of waff charged 
with duty. 

The rate of dutv on malt made in England, is per bulhel - -044. 

The Englilh diliillers contend, that upon the average of one year s work, they 
cannot produce 1 9 gallons of fpirits of the ftrength of 1 to 1 o oyer proof from one 
hundred gallons of walh; but the countervailing duty, in the Aft of Union, was 
calculated on the prefumption that fuch proportion might and would be produced. 

It is generally admitted that 14 quarters of barley, part malted, will produce 
one tun of fpirits, at the ftrength aforefuid ; and when the Aft of Union was 
framed, it was prefumed that one half of the grain employed would be malted. 
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The wafli duty therefore, as affeaing the manufaaured fpirits, would for every Mr. Jackfon.^ 
gallon at the ftrength of x to io over proof, amount to - - - ° 7 3 *" 

P The malt duty, computed as above, would for every gallon of fuch 

fpirits be about - ° 0 IT * 

Making die duty on one gallon of fpirits - - * £.082$ 

wbidi is the rate of countervailing duty chargeable on Irifli fpirits imported into 
England, and of the drawback on Englifli fpirits exported to Ireland. 

But if it be true, and it is pofitively afferted by molt refpeftable diflillers, that 
upon the average of a year the produce from 100 gallons of walk does not exceed 
1 gi gallons of fpirits, then the duty on the gallon ot fpirits will be - o 7 4 

But as it is believed that the proportion of malted grain is little 
more than one-third, the real amount of the malt duty which attaches 
on one gallon of fpirits will be about 008 

Making the duty on one gallon of Englifli fpirits - 0 ^ 0 

which is lefs than the countervailing duty on Irifli fpirits imported by o o 2f 
It mult be admitted, however, that the Englifli revenue regulations (well cal- 
culated to fecure that revenue) do fubjeft the diftiller to expences which he 
would not other-wife incur, occationed by a wafteof materials and an extra charge 
for yeaft, &c. the exact amount of which extra expence can only be known to 

the manufacturers. , . „ , , 1T ii ,1 ^ 

If therefore fpirits were fairly manufactured in England and Ireland, and no 
inch reft advantages obtained at the expence of the revenue, the exifting counter- 
vailing duty would I conceive afford ample fecunty to the Englifli revenue, and 
compfete proteaion to the manufadurer; but if the countervailing duty is to be 
the meafure of the drawback, the revenue would pay for every gallon of fpirits 
exported more than it received, and yet not more than appears neceffary for the 
protedion of the Englifli diftiller, a circumftance which in itfelf proves that the 
lyftem of drawbacks, as it relates to the fubjeCt m queftion, is, as an equitable 
rule between the trade and the revenue, entirely inapplicable. For 

If the Englifli manufadurer, working under the Englifli revenue laws, can. 
barely be proteded in his home market by a duty nearly or quite equal per 
llito - - - - - - - - - - 08 2f, 

Neither can lie carry his commodity to the Irifli market in competition with 
thp Irifli diftiller, un'lefs the whole duty which attaches on his fpirits m England 
be allowed, together with fuch additional expences as he unavoidably incurs, 

Solely by conforming to thq regulations of the Englilh ftatutes. 

The revenue derivable from fpirits made in Scotland (the Lowlands) anfes from 
:a tax on the malt employed in the manufaflure, from a licence on the lull, a duty 

on the waft, and a doty on the fpirits. 

The rate of duty on malt made from barley m Scotland, is per bomel o 3 h 
The licence duty on the frill is £. 162. for every gallon of its cubical contents, 
limitin'* neverti.dcfs the whole quantity of fpirits to be diiulled under one licence 
to 2 OK gallons, at the ftrength of 1 to 10 over proof for every gallon ot the 
content, with a further limitation of ib£ gallons of fuch fpirits for every one 
hundred gallons of wafli prepared. • 

1 on the wafli is per gallon - - ■ 0 ° 5 

The rate of cuty - " | on the fpirits per gallon - - o i 

The proportion of malt ufed in preparing wort or wafli for diftillation mult 
depend on the will of the manufacturers} revenue laws framed for regulating the 
quantity may be troublefome to the trader, but I am not aware that any could 
poftiblv be devifed which might not be evaded with eafe and impunity. 

.A certain quantity of malted grain is abfolutely neceffary in the procels ot 
making corn fpirits ; but while the duty on malt is high, the diftiller will not em- 
ploy a%ain more of that article than he conceives . to be ablplutely necellary. 

In England, it is believed the proportion of malt ufed is one-third, or fomewhat 
more fn Scotland, where tliefpint is confumed in a raw ftate, where malt adds 
to the flavour moft efteemed, and where the waih muft be made nearly or quite as 
iftrong as in England, not a lefs, probably a larger proportion of malt is requilite, 

199. ^ 
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Mr. Jadfon. I Until, liowever, make my computations in refpect of Scotland, on the pre- 

. • fiim ration of the Lead poflible proportion-of malt ufed, which is about one-third. 

Taking that proportion, the mait duty on one gallon of fpirits, at the llrength 
^of one to ten overproof, will be about - - - - - - o o 6 

'I’lie dill licence duty on the gallon ~of fuch fpirits - - -017J- 

The wafh duty on the gallon of fpirits - - - ~ -0 26! 

The fpirit duty on the gallon 010 

Making the duty on one gallon of Scotch fpirits - - - o 5 

The duty payable on Englilh fpirits imported into Scotland at the before 
mentioned llrength, is per gr.lion - - - - - - 060 

And thefe fpirits going into Scotland, burthened with the Englifli 
malt duty, pay a further tax to the State of per gallon - - -008 

'Making the duty paid on one gallon of Englifh-made fpirits fent 

into Scotland - - - - - - - - - 068 

Irilh -made 'fpirits on importation into Scotland, are fubje£t to the fame duty 
•as Irilh fpirits imported into England, viz. per gallon - - - o 8 %\ 

Which exceeds the fum paid on Englilh fpirits on being fent to Scotland, 
■by per gallon - - - - - - - - - oi6| 

" It alfo exceeds the duty which attaches on Scotch fpirits made in Scotland, 

.to the- extent per gallon of - -027 

And the countervailing dut} r being, as before obferved, the meafure of draw- 
back, Scotch fpirits on exportation to Ireland under the name of drawback, receive 
•more than they pay for duty by per gallon - - - -02 7 

The di Hillers in Scotland however contend, that the mode of working in that 
part of the kingdom, regulated and enforced by the Legiflature for revenue pur- 
pofes, unavoidably induces very confiderable additional expences, from which the 
Englifli and Irilh fy Items are exempt, fuch as a greater wade of materials, and 
greater charges for labour, utenfils, veafl, &c. the actual amount of all which cau 
only be known to thofe concerned in the trade. 

It feems therefore, that in refpeCl of the intercourfe between Scotland and 
Ireland, like that between England and Ireland, no general rate of duty or 
•drawback could be fettled, which would afford protection to the -manufacturer, 
without, in the cafe of drawback, diminifliing the revenue in the proportion which 
the drawback fliould exceed the duty actually collected. 

It appears to me, that the duty which attaches on Englilh fpirits going into the 
Scotch market, and on Scotch fpirits coming into the Englilh market, afford pro- 
te6tion both to the revenue arid trade, for, under the exilting regulations and duties^ 
Scotland has constantly fent fpirits to England, while England has fent none to 
Scotland ; from which I infer that the countervailing duty on Scotch fpirits brought 
to England, nearly counterbalance’s the Englilh duty (it is certainly not too high) 
and that the duty on Englilh fpirits going to Scotland is fufficienjt to proteCt the 
manufacturers in that part of the kingdom. The diltillers in England and Scot- 
land feem fatislied with the regulations of the Aetof 28 Geo. 3. c. 46. by which 
the countervailing duties were fettled, and the trade compelled to work for the 
neighbouring country under the famefyltem as the diltillers in that country con- 
ducted their operations.; and it is in the recolleCtion of many perfons, that after a 
long and patient inveftigation of thefubjeet, no hope of reciprocity could be en- 
tertained but under the regulations of the above law. 

Of the internal duties and regulations of Ireland, as they affeCt the intercourfe 
in fpirits, I fpeak with diffidence. 

In that part of the United Kingdom, as in England and Scotland, the revenue 
.colle&ed upon the manufacture of fpirits, is derived from a tax on malt, and a duty 
-on the fpirits. 

The duty on malt in Ireland is, I believe, per barrel - - - o 10 o 

The duty on fpirits per gallon - - - - - - - 040 

The countervailing duty and the drawback in Ireland, as in England and Scot- 
land, are eftablilhed upon the prefumptjon, that-ane half of the grain employed in 

difliilation 
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diftillation is malted, and the Irifh laws fuppofe only 12 gallons of fpirits are pro- Mr. Jackfim. 

duced from one barrel of malt added to one barrel of unmalted grain. * ^ * 

The countervailing duty, and alfo thedrawback, I have calculated accordingly. 

The duty on the malt, which attaches on the gallon of fpirits, according to the 
above proportions, is - - - - - - - - - o o 10 

The duty on the fpirits per gallon, is - - - - - 040 



Making the duty on Irifh-made fpirits per gallon - - o 4 10 

It is contended, that the Iriih diftillers, ufiug very weak wadi, have not occafion 
•to employ any thing like fo large a proportion of malt as is necefiary for the pre- 
paring of ftrong wadi. Of the exact proportion, I do not pretend to judge, but 
that fo large a proportion of malted grain is not neceffary in the preparation of 
•weak as in ftrong wafli, is a faCt which has not in my recollection been denied. 

It feems to me reafonabie to fuppofe, that a given weight of Irifh barley fhould 
produce as much fpirits as the like weight of Engl i ill barley would do : 12 f bar- 
rels of Irifh barley is generally equal in weight to 7 quarters of Englifh barley, 
and 12 f barrels of Irifh malt is alfo in general equal in weight to 7 quarters of 
Englifh malt. 

And 25 barrels of Irifh barley, part malted, is equal to 14 quarters of Englifh 
barley, the like part malted ; and 14 quarters of Englifh barley, a proportion of it 
malted, being equal to the produce of one tun of fpirits, it fhould feem that a tun 
-of fpirits might be produced from 25 barrels of Irifh barley part malted. 

The following calculations are made upon the above prcfumption, and on the 
■fuppofition that one third of the grain is malted. 

The duty therefore on the malt, ufed in one gallon of fpirits, may be taken 



at - - - - - - -004 

The duty on the fpirits, at.per gallon - - - - - 040 

Making the duty on one gallon of Irifh fpirits - - -044 



Upon tliis calculation, it appears that the countervailing duty and the draw- 
back, in Ireland, exceeds the local duty actually charged by per gallon 006 
If the Irifh employ a lefs quantity of malt than one-third, fo in proportion will 
her countervailing duty and the drawback full further exceed the real duty paid 
in refpe6t of fpirits made in Ireland. 

But there are other circumftances, which tend ft ill more andmoft materially to 
lefien the nominal duty collected in Ireland, in refpeCt of Irifh-made fpirits, and 
which, while they operate in favour of Ireland againft England and Scotland, render 
it impoflible to fettle a fair and juft rate of countervailing duty and of drawback. 

Thofe circumftances are, the deductions of 16 per-cent of the duty on fpirits 
•drawn in ftillsof 1,500 gallons content, and of 8 per-cent. in the cafe of ftillsof 1,000 
gallons content, and the privilege of making their fpirits very much above the 
Englifh and Scotch ftandard. While the Irifh law remains in refpeCt of thefe cir- 
-cumftances unaltered, it is impoflible to calculate the real duty on a given quantity 
of fpirits, and of courfe impoflible to fettle a fair countervailing rate of duty or rate 
of drawback. 

It appears that, without reference to the laft-mentioned circumftances, the 
prefent countervailing rate of duty and rate of drawback in Ireland, exceeds the 
■aClual duty paid on Irifh-made fpirits, by per gallon about - -006 

And in refpeCt of the two laft circumftances only, I cannot eftimate the advan- 
tage to Ireland at lefs than per gallon - - - - - - o o io{ 

If what I have ftated be admitted, it will appear that the Irifh diftiller pays for a 
gallon of fpirits at the ftrength of one to ten over proof, perhaps lefs, certainly 

■not more than - - - - 02ii£ 

While flie draws back for fpirits fent to England and Scotland at the above 

■ftrength - - - - - - o 4 20 

By an ACt of laft year, an additional duty is impofed on fpirits in Ireland, in a 
way that renders it ftill more difficult to eftablifh any -equitable rate of drawback or 
•countervailing duty. 

It is almoft unnecefiary for me to obferve, that any advantage which one part 
•of the United Kingdom poftefles over the other, folely in confequence of revenue 
-regulations provided by the legiflature, muft operate in contravention of the fpirit 
-at leaft of the ACt of Union, and in direct violation of that principle of reciprocity 

which 
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Mr Melton, which the Wmwof ihe order of the CommittM feem to imply; and it will not 
' ( l, f . ( | nn ; ( .,| that the reciprocity may "be further difturbed by frailcU oi evalions prac 

have only to fay (and I fpeak from eonfiderable experience) 
that the regulations of England and Scotland are better calculated to iecure the 
revenue in thofe countries reflectively, than the laws of Ireland appear to me to 

be for preventing evafion in Ireland. • . ■ r o 

From what has been faid, theeffeaof the exiftmg regulations, as they refpea 
•the intercourfe in corn fpirits between the different parts of the kingdom, may be 

C ° Ireland, importing fpirits into England, pays at the port of importation a duty 
which will cover the Englifh internal duty, and which it may be hoped is fufficient 
to protea the Englifh manufacturer; but the Englifh chftiller complains of the 
bounty which the Irifh diftiller receives in the charader of drawback, which, as 
has been already fliewn, confiderably exceeds the duty paid. 

The Enoliih diftiller exporting fpirits to Ireland, receives a drawback equal at 
leaft to the duty paid, but if in Ireland he be limited to the Engh fh ftandard of 
Strength, he muft pay at the port of landing confiderably more than the amount 
-of the Irifti internal duties. . , . .. , . ... 

It is uro-ed, however, that, the Irifli diftiller not being limited in ftrength, neither 
is the Englifh diftiller going into the Irifh market. This circumftance would afford 
fome relief to the Englifh in the Irifli market, for it appears to me, that if Enghih- 
made fpirits are carried to Ireland at the highelt degree of ftrength they could be 
•made (fpirits of wine) and if the Englifh diftiller were charged at the rate of 
4 s. iod per gallon only, he would certainly pay lefs than the Irifli local duty 

amounts to. ... , > 

Ireland going into the Scotch market, pays a countervailing duty per gai- 

10 England going into the Scotch market, pays in the whole per gallon o 6 8 

The whole internal- duty collected on Scotch fpirits in Scotland, is per 

gallon - - - - - - - - - - . ■ ° 5 .7 i 

° Ireland therefore going into the Scotch market, pays more than England in that 
market, by per gallon - - - - - " " ' ' ° ' J’ 

And more than the Scotch diftiller pays by per gallon - - -027 

But England pays more than Scotland in the market of the latter, to counter- 
vail the extra expences which the Scotch diftiller incurs by the legal regulations, 
and thereby prote&s the Scotch diftiller; and if the excels paid by the Englifh is 
fufficient for the laft-mentioned purpofe, it fliould feem that the fame rate of coun- 
tervailing duty, would afford protection againft the Irifh importer of com lpirits 

But the countervailing rate of duty being the meafure of drawback, the Scotch 
revenue pays under the name of drawback, more than it receives for duty by per 
11 r _ _ _ _ _ _ - - - - - 027 

° This excefs has the appearance and to a certain extent the effect of a bounty, 
is in contravention of the fpirit of the a6t of Union, and muft occalion, if allowed 
to continue, a eonfiderable defalcation of the Scotch revenue. 

If Scotland received, under the denomination of Drawback, no more than the 
paid as duty, with the addition however of extra expences incurred by the legal 
reftriCtions, me would then go into the Irifh market on the fame advantageous or 
difadvantageous terms as the Englifh diftiller ; that is, if limited to the Enghih 
and Scotch ftandard, fhe would pay on the landing of her fpirits in Ireland very 
confiderably more than the Irilh pay for their home-made fpirits ; but it fhe paid 
no more than the nominal rate of duty without regard to the ftrength of fpirits, fhe 
would have the advantage of the Irifli diftiller in his own market. 

In the view in which I have feen and endeavoured to place the fubjett, the 
1 impoffibility of protecting the manufadures in tjie different parts of the United 
Kingdom, under the fyftem of drawbacks, without granting more than is paid for 
duty, and thereby virtually giving a bounty, muft 1 think be obvious, lo allow 
any fum that operates though indire&ly as a bounty, is to contravene the Aft of 
Union, and certainly to leffen the produce of the revenue of that part of the em- 
pire from which the commodity is fent. . ‘ _ c * u a t -a. 

It neceffarily follows, that an open intercourfe m Eng.ifh, Scotch and iritft 
fpirits can only be carried on fairly, and upon that footing of reciprocity which 
the A6t of Union clearly points out, by forming eftablifliments appropriated folely 
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to the difiillation of fpirits for the particular market, to which the Spirits are to be 
eonfigned. 

I have endeavoured to comprefs what I had to fay in as ffiort a compafs as 
poffibte ; repetition was unavoidable, and I hope if any inaccuracies be difcovered 
they will he pardoned. 

Should Separate eftablifliments be thought advifable, it would only remain to 
be confidered what drawback lliould be allowed in refpe6t of the malt employed 
in the procefs. 

Between England and Scotland, though the rate of duty on malt in the latter be 
lefs than in the former, no drawback in either cafe is allowed, and no inconveni- 
ence is complained of. Whether the fame practice in the event of diftinct efta- 
bhfhments being deemed advifable might be adopted is Submitted ; if it were not, 
it is clear that the draw back in refpeft of the Malt Duty ought to be fettled upon a 
computation of the lead poilible proportion of malt that may be required. 

Whenever an i eftablifhmcnt fhould be formed to diftil for exportation free of 
duty, the utmoft activity and vigilance of the Superintending Officers ought to be 
exerted to prevent fraud and evafion. 

Be fo good as to explain yourfelf further, with refpeft to what you have Said as 
to diftinct Eftablifliments ? — I unquestionably mean that the Eftabhfhments fhould 
be diftin&y and worked only for that country to which the Spirits are intended to 
be exported ; if the operations of the Eftablilhment were carried on under the laws 
of the country for which the Spirits are intended, it would in my opinion be molt 
equitable; that plan which approaches neareft to the principle of equity, I have 
fuggefted would be to leave the Diftillers in each country an option to work for 
the other, either according to the laws of the country in which the eftaUifhment 
Hi all be formed, or according to the Laws of that country for which the Spirits 
Shall be intended, and in either cafe, to allow the drawback calculated upon the 
leaft poflible proportion of Malt that can be employed, or to let the Spirits go 
with the Malt Duty upon them. 

In cafe of the parties being bound to work, according to the mode of the coun- 
try for which the Spirits to be worked are intended, will there not be a great in- 
convenience in the neceffity of procuring buildings, apparatus and machinery, 
according to thofe ufed in that country, which "would be ufelefs for home con- 
sumption ? — Certainly, Eftabhfhments with all the utenfils and apparatus necef- 
fary for conducting the procefs of Diftillation, in any one part of the United 
Kingdom, as the procefs is conducted in any other part of the United Kingdom, 
could nxt be provided but at a confiderable expence. 

Would not Such expence be large, considering that the eftablilhment muft be 
threefold, that is to fay, that the Diftiller mult have an eftablilhment for his own 
country, and one for each of (he other two parts of the United Kingdom? — I do 
not think it follows, that a Diftiller working in one part of the United Kingdom 
for exportation to the other, muft of neceflity work for home consumption, or for 
the other part of the country; if he does work for home consumption at the fame 
time as he works for Exportation, he muft of courfe have different Eftablifliments, 
and thofe different eftablifliments, as before obferved, would be attended with ex- 




traordinary expence. 

Would not that extra expencebe a confiderable check upon the trade in Spirits, 
between the different parts of the United Kingdom ? — I think not, if the trade in 
Spirits to the different parts of the United Kingdom could be carried on fairly to 
a 113' advantage. 

Would it not be neceflary for any man who had thofe different eftablifliments 
to leave his Eftablifhmcnt for export idle, if he did not find a demand for Spirits 
from other parts of the United Kingdom ? — Certainly. 

Do you fuppofe he could find a conftant demand ?— If any cireumftances in 
the country in which the fpirits are made, afford advantages that fhould enable 
him to go into the market to which he intends to fend fpirits, upon fair competi- 
tion with the diftiller of that market, he would always, I think, find fuflicient 



demand. 

Do I underftand you right, that it is your opinion, that if there were not unfair 
advantages in one country over the other, the expence of freight and other 
articles would in general prevent an intercourfe in fpirits ? — Indeed I do not 
think it would prevent it. I think Ireland, fo far as I can judge, has advantages 
in the price of grain and from other cireumftances, and therefore there would be a 
iqq. V trade 
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Mr. Jackfon. trade in fpirits from Ireland; but I think England would never fend fpirits to 
> — ^ i Ireland. 

Does Scotland poffefs any of thofe advantages over England or Ireland ? — Over 
England I think it appears die has, from her having conftantly fupplied a great 
quantity ; unlefs I could fuppofe, which I have no reafon to do, that they have 
carried it on by means of fraud. 

Suppofe no regulation or duty to exift upon fpirits or upon malt, is it your 
opinion that England would be fupplied by Ireland and Scotland wholly, you 
having Hated that Ireland poffeffes natural advantages over England, and that 
Scotland poffeffes natural advantages over England ?~ I do not think that 
England would be entirely fupplied either by Ireland or Scotland, or by both, 
but in fome degree, perhaps to a coniiderable extent. 

In any degree more than at prefent ? — No, I think not. 

Do you think that if the prefent laws and regulations continue unaltered, any 
capital can be beneficially employed in the diftillery in England ? — Certainly not. 

Are you not of opinion that if they remain unaltered, the Englifh diftillery 
would be altogether annihilated ? — I think if Ireland is able to fend as much 
fpirits into England as England wants, it certainly will. 

Do you think that if Ireland or Scotland poffefs either of them advantages, 
natural to themfelves, qver England, in carrying on any particular manufacture, 
it would be fair to counteract thofe advantages for the protection of the Englifh 
diftillery by legiflative enactments ? — 1 think it would not be fair. 

State what the natural advantages are which you apprehend Ireland to poffefs? 
— 1 have underftood that fometimes grain is cheaper, and alfo that labour is 
cheaper in Ireland than in England. 

Are coals cheaper ? — I rather think they are full as dear, I do not know that 
they are dearer. 

Are calks and all the neceffary utenfds cheaper in Ireland ? — I fliould fuppofe 
nearly the fame, I know nothing to the contrary ; I know that calks are made in 
Ireland for exportation to England, and in England for exportation to Ireland. 

What natural advantages do you fuppofe Scotland poffeffes over England ? — 
I fuppofe grain and labour are cheaper, and fuel alfo mull be cheaper. 

Do you apprehend that the price of fuch labour, as is applicable to difiilleries, 
is cheaper in Ireland than in England? — I apprehend the greater part of the 
perfons employed in a diftillery are mere labourers, and I think mere labour is 
cheaper in Ireland than in England. 

Do you mean cheaper for the quantity of work done, or cheaper for the days 
wages ? — I mean both. 

Do you apprehend that the price of labour in Scotland, as applicable to dif- 
tilleries, is cheaper than it is in England ? — I think it is, taking the quantity of 
the work. The men in Scotland are perfectly drilled to their bulinefs, and they 
•work a certain number of hours : they can do no more than they do ; they do 
u great deal of work in the time they are employed. 

Do they not receive very high wages ? — They do for a certain quantity of 
work, at leaft I have heard fo. 

If Irilh labour is cheaper in the Difttilleries in point of aCt-ual payment, does 
pot the Irilh labourer get an allowance of a certain quantity of Spirits to drink ? 
— I do not know 

Ireland and Scotland having each natural advantages in your opinion over Eng- 
land, in the Diftillery, how do they fraud in companion to each other as to natural 
advantages ? — I beg to repeat, that I conlkler thofe natural advantages as very 
final!, barely fufficient in my opinion to enable the manufacturers, in one part of 
the country, to carry their Spirits into the other, in competition with thofe who 
work in that other country. I am notable to anfwer how far the natural advan- 
tages between Scotland and Ireland, can enable the Diltillers of either of thofe 
countries, to carry their commodity into the other market. 

Have yon not Hated that thofe natural advantages are fo great in Scotland over 
England, that the export of Spirits from Scotland to England mult be owing to 
them, unlefs fraud is pref Mined ? — I beg to refer the Committee to my former 
anfwer. 

Do you know of any other caufc why Scotland makes the large exports that 
lire does to England of Spirits, but her natural advantages ? — I do not. 

Do you imagine there is any fraud p rac'd fifed r — I have Hated before, that I have 
no very particular reafon at prefent to think there is. I certainly do not like to 

fay 
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lay what I am not certain of; honourable people have large eftablifliments in Mr. Jackfon. 

Scotland, who find it worth their while to diftil for the Englith market, I hope, < ^ — ‘ 

upon honourable grounds and practice. 

Have you llrong grounds for that hope ? — I have not heard of any particular 
fraud being committed. 

Is there any other caufe you can aflign for the export of fpirits from Scotland 
to England, whilft there is none from England to Scotland, except what you have 
afilgned ? — I have expreffed my hope, that the trade carried on in fpirits between 
Scotland and England, is an e fleet in fome degree at leaft of the natural advantages 
of the country ; I mull add however to the circumftance, of the gentlemen who 
are concerned in that trade, having already formed large and expenfive eftabliih- 
ments, for carrying on that trade. 

When you make ufe of the term bufliel, in your ftatement, what bufliel do 
you mean ? — I mean the Winchefter bufliel, by which the duty on malt is, under 
the exilting laws, charged throughout Great Britain. 

You have laid, that a certain weight of barley in Ireland ought to produce an 
I equal quantity of fpirits as the fame weight of barley would in England ; are 

you of opinion that equal weights of barley will always produce, equallv, without 
any regard to the quality of the barley ? — Certainly not. 

Is the barley in England and in Ireland of equal quality ? — I have underftood 
that it is nearly equal in goodnefs when equal in weight. 

Do you apprehend that the bell barley in Ireland is ever of equal quality with 
the bell barley in England? — I think an equal weight of barley in Ireland muft 
be equal to an equal weight of barley in England, taking a general average. 

Do you imagine there is no difference in the thieknefs of the hull or other cir- 
cumftances, which though they will not a(fe6t the weight will affeeft the quality ? 

— There are in England a great variety of barleys, fo I apprehend there are in 
Ireland ; in fome parts of and from fome lands in England the barley is faid to be 
very thick fkiunod, but from late experiments it has been found that the produce 
even of what is called thick fkinned barley, is equal to moll other barleys. I am 
fpeaking not of the barley of any one harveft, or of any particular country, but 
of the general average, referring always to weight and not to meafure. 

I You know that the barley in Ireland is fold by weight ? — I underhand it is. 

Is barley fold by weight, and by weight only in Ireland ? — I do not know. 

What do you underhand ? — I have heard that it is fold by weight in fome 
pares. 

Do you know what the law is ? — No, I do not. 

Have you formed any belief as to the general pradice ? — If I give an opinion, 
it is, that it is fold by weight. 

If barley be fold by weight in Ireland, according to the opinion you have juft, 
hated, mud it not follow, that equal weights of barley will always bring equal 
prices, provided the barley is found? — I apprehend there are a great variety of 
circumuanCes which may arteCt the price of barley, befides mere quality and 
weight; barley fent to a particular place may be more in demand at the time 
and place, fo it is in England. 

Are you of that opinion, provided they are in the fame market ? — I certainly 
^ have known in England, at the fame market and the fame hour, the fame quality 
of barley fold at different prices. 

Am I to underhand from you, from the late experiment made with refpe6i to 
barley, to which you have alluded, that the refult would be that one hundred 
weight of the belt Norfolk barley would produce an equal quantity of fpirit, and 
no more than one hundred weight of indifferent barley, grown in the north of 
Scotland, provided they were both well harvefted ? — The experiments I chiefly 
allude to were made in Scotland, under the direction of three very able and 
fcientific gentlemen. Their report is, I believe, in print, and from that report I 
think it will appear that an equal weight of the very heft barley, and of the in- 
terior barley of Scotland, gave an equal produce both of fpirits and beer. 

Is the difference in the quality of the barley one of thofe local or natural 
differences which you conceive it would not be juft in the Legiflature to coun- 
tervail? — If there be a difference in the grain of one country from that of 
another, I do not conceive it would be juft in the Legiflature to countervail that 
difference by any additional duty in the one cafe, or reduction of it in the other; 

I conceive it could not be the intention of the legiflature to countervail any thing 

but 
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Mr. Jackfon. the duty, and thofe a&ual expences which the Legiflature has impofed 

v • > the party, by compelling him to work in a peculiar way. .... 

All fpirits ufed in England are rectified ? — There is very little which is not lo : 
by far the greater part for the confumption of the people is rectified and com- 

pounded. _ ' . , „ ' . c 

At what ftrength do the fpirits go into the rectifiers? — At the ftrength of one 
ton over hydrometer proof, and the Englilh reCtifier is by the Engl i ill laws pro- 
ved from receiving any fpirits, otherwife than directly from the diftiller. 

At what 'ftrength is the Englilh rectifier allowed to fend out his fpirits ? the 
ftrength of one in five under hydrometer proof, is the higheit ftrength they are 
allowed to fend out, except in the cafe of fpirits of wine. 

I)o you know of any having been font out at the ftrength of one to eight ? — 
Not to my recollection, except in the cafe of fpirits of wine. 

Do vou flock vour reCtifiers ? — Certainly. . 

Would not the fending out of fpirits of a higher ftrength than is allowed by 
law, be detected in the taking of the flock ? — I prefume if any fpirits fliould be 
fo fent out, it would be in violation of the law, and the party would probably lo 
contrive that there fliould be no appearance of fuch a tranfaCtion in taking the 
ftoek. . . , 

Could he do it with eafe ? — I think he might do it, as every perfon upon whom 

t ■ . 1 _ fot-iiifr ftnr-lf 



flock is taken may, by contrivance, deceive the ofticer in taki 
tough the ofticer is honell and does his duty ? — Ev< 



flock. 

wen though the officer 



Even though the officer 
did his duty with the utmoft vigilance. 

Is it the pract ice, previous to the officer’s going to take the flock of the rectifier, 
to give him notice that lie is going to do lb ? — In the cafe of the rectifier he is 
obliged to do fo, in order to enable the reCtifier to fpecify upon that part of the 
ftoek of which the ftrength cannot be eafily afeertained, the real quantity and 
ftrength. _ . 

l)o you not know that there is a vaft quantity of Irifti barley not capable of being 
malted ? — I do not know that, but I know there is at all times fome, and in par- 
ticular feafons a vaft quantity of Englilh barley not capable of being malted.^ 

Do you know that the brewer, at a very great expence in Ireland, imports Nor- 
folk barley ? — I do not. 

Does not the fame perfon, carrying on the trade of a diftiller and rectifier, kip- 
pofing fraud to be intended, materially facilitate the commiflion of fraud ?—l : 



think it doe 
or in adjoini 



Mr. JameJon. 



ss, fuppofing the two branches of bufinefs to be carried on in the fame 
..ling premiles ; but at a diftance I do not think there would be much 
more danger than if they were carried on by two diftinCl perfons. 

JOHN JAMESON, ESQ. 

You are defired to ftate to the Committee in what manner, and to what extent 
(if any) the regulations of Revenue, which are enforced by I aw, in the manufac- 
ture of fpirits in Ireland, and in the export of the fame to England and Scotland 
refpeCtively (and to which the manufacturers and exporters of the latter countries 
are not liable) operate indirectly as a charge upon fuch fpirits as may be made in 
Ireland for exportation to England and Scotland refpeCtively ? And what altera- 
tions you conceive would-be neceflary in the provifions of law under which 
fpiritsare manufactured in either of thofe countries for exportation to the other, 
fo far as relates to reftriCtive internal regulations operating indirectly as a charge 
upon the manufacture of fuch fpirits, or to exifting drawbacks and countervailing 
duties or otherwife, in order to place the intercourfe in fpirits between England 
and Ireland, and Scotland and Ireland, refpeCtively, upon thofe terms of recipro- 
city which are required by the Act of Union ? And alfo, whether the confining the 
intercourfe in fpirits between Great Britain and Ireland to fuch fpirits as lhall 
have been previoufly diftilled for export, and lodged in warehoufe and exported 
from thence without payment of any duty on the fpirit, will not materially tend 
to the fame object? — In giving an anfuer to the general queftion put by the 
Committee, I proceed upon the principle, that the diftillery regulations of the 
three kingdoms are necellarily different, for the effectual lecurity of the internal 
revenue of each; and that the information required regards only the advantages or 
di fad vantages created by theft; regulations upon the exportation of fpirits from 
one country to the other, without regarding the local advantages or diladvantages 
of either country, farther than as thefe are increafed by fuch internal regulations. 

I ftu.ll 
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X fliall therefore confine myfelf to the (acts exifting, without obtruding uny fpecu- Mr. Jamefori . 
| lative opinions upon Legillation or the Afts of Union. - lJ ~~ J 

The Committee being already fully informed as to the different regulations 
eftabliflVed in each country, it is unn’ecelfary to take up more time with a repe- 
tition of them ; I fliall, therefore, ftate the difadvantages which the diftillery of 
Ireland lies under in the exportation of fpirits to England and Scotland, and the 
importation from thefe countries. 

I ilt. The reftriction which the diftillery of Ireland lies under with regard to the 
fermentation of the wafh, occafions fo great a lofs ol the material, that tliofe who 
| have not actually experienced it can form little idea of its extent. 1 o bring on 
this quick fermentation it is neceffary that the worts are let down from the cooler 
into the fermenting back at a much higher heat than ufual in England or Scot- 
land. It is alfo an eftablilhed fact, that this additional heat renders the, worts 
liable to an acid fermentation, which deftroys the fpirit contained in them, and 
this fermentation frequently goes on imperceptibly with the other, and is not dis- 
covered till the wafh is diftilled, when the ftiort proportion of fpirits appears. 

Thefe are fads, well known to every perfon acquainted with the nature of fer- 
1 mentation, and cannot be contradicted. It will alfo be admitted, that where the 
corn ufed is any way damaged or inferior in quality, it is more difficult t© com- 
plete the procefs of fermentation, and worts drawn from fuch corn- are more liable 
to acquire acid. This reftriction, therefore, operates more feverely in Ireland 
than it would do either in England or Scotland, as the corn in Ireland is not only 
inferior in quality, but an immenfe proportion of it actually damaged from having 
been heated or damaged in the field. I do not wilh to make any exaggerated 
ftatement ; and I am convinced, that when I let down the lofs occafioned by this 
reftriction at fixpenee per gallon on the fpirits, it is lei's than the proportion 
.aftually fuftained. 

2. There is an additional expence in coals ariftng from the nature of the law. 

The proportion of fpirits required from each ftili according to its extent, cannot 
be made without the molt rapid diftillation, for which purpofe the ftill-furnaces 
are conliruaerl upon a plan peculiarly adapted for the confutation of coals, but 
which is abfolutely neceffary, the furnaces are quicker, and confume fully more 
coa's than thofe in Scotland"-, our aaual expence in coals amounts to 5! d. or 6 d. 
a gallon on the fpirits, of which fum at leaft 4 d. a gallon is occafioned from the 
mode of working. This is no ideal ftatement, but the aaual fa& made up from a 
fair calculation of the coals confumed in two or three different diftilleries. 

3. There is alfo a wafte of the material occafioned by rapid diftillation. I fliall 
not ftate the amount of this without alfo flaring the way by which I ascertain it. 

The ufual mode of afeertaining when the fpirit is fully extracted from the wafh m 
diftillation is bv Diccas’s hydrometer. The lowines or Anglings, as they run from 
the worm, are catched in a fnmll tube, and afeertained by the hydrometer how 
much they are lighter than water by the degrees or percents, marked on the 
hydrometer, proof-fpirit is 100 degrees lighter than water; when the ftili has run 
fo long that low wines become only 6, 7 or 8 per cent, lighter than water according 
to the length of the worm, the ftili is then difeharged and filled of new, as it is 
conceived that bv that time the whole of the fpirit is feparated from the warn,, and 

1 running down the worm, however, when the laft of the liquor comes down it is 

, always found to be from 2 \ to 3 f per cent, lighter than water, confequent , v there 

is a lofs to that extent. I take the medium, 3 per cent, winch is occafioned both 
on running the wafh and afterwards on the Anglings or low wines making in both 
6 per cent! lofs on the corn and labour, amounting to three pence per gallon on 
the fpirits. ,, , . . 

4th. There is alfo an additional expenc.e in yeaft, occafioned from the neceilny 
of ufing a greater quantity in producing the quick fermentation ; the total 
•expence of yeaft is 4 \ per gallon on the fpirits,. of which I confider that at leaft 
ild. is occafioned from the hurried fermentation, which requires a greater pro- 
portion of yeaft; and befides when the worts happen in the cooler to get a little 
under the proper heat, we are under the neceffity of adding a conftderable extra 
quantity of yeaft to carry forward the fermentation in time. 

cth. The tear and wear of utenfils is very heavy, occafioned folely from the 
mode of working ; and, though I know it to be confiderably more in Ireland than 
in Scotland, I fliall only fet it down together with the expence of additional fervants 
wages at one penny per gallon on the fpirits. 
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The <li (advantages to Ireland, occafioned by its internal regulations and aaing 
, as an additional charge on fpirits exported to Britain, will therefore ftand as 

follows: ..... r . 

x ft, Lofs fuftained on the material from the limited time ot fer- 
mentation - - £-° o G 

id. Exp f ence of additional coals - - - - - - 004 

3d. Lofs occafioned by rapid diftillation - - - - “ 0 0 3 ] 

4th. Expence of additional yeaft - - - - - - 001 1 

5th. Tear and wear, and additional wages - - - -001 

o 1 3! 

There is another difadvantage to Irilh Spirits exported to England, 
arifin" from the countervailing duty in England being charged 
by the gauge inftead of the weight; this will be admitted to 
..amount, per gallon, to - - - - " " 0 0 2 * 

o 1 6£ 

In claiming an allowance to this extent from the countervailing duty, payable 
in England, on fpirits exported from Ireland, it is fair that a deduction from the 
above" fum be made of whatever difadvantages England lies under from her 
internal regulations. I lhall fuppofe that thefe may he alledged to arife ; ift From 
the neceffity of making a ftrong wafh, faid to be lefs fufeeptible of a thorough 
fermentation than a weaker : 2d. From a greater proportion of malt laid to be 
requifite in making this ftrong wafh: and 3d. From an additional quantity of 
yeaft faid to be requifite to ferment it. There is a difficulty of afcertaming to 
what extent thefe difadvantages exift, or whether they exift at all ; but I lhall fup- 
pofe them fet down, without any calculation, at. 6 d. 5 d. and 1 I'd. per gallon. 

The fir ft 1 conceive to be a ftatement more fpecious than real, for the addi- 
tional ftrength of the worts in England is made up with the flour of the com 
which is called lob ; and this fo far from injuring the fermentation tends greatly to 
aflift it, and to produce the molt. complete. attenuation, which I firmly believe 
takes place. 

\ s to the 2d. It would feem to infinuate, that more than one half malt is uied 
in the diftillcrics of England, which is not the cafe; yet by that proportion the 
Irilh fpirits pay the countervailing duty in this country, and by the fame propor- 
tion the malt dutv is drawn bach in England on exporting to Ireland, fo m every 
point of view tlie' cafe is the reverfe, and England has a cbtlfidcrable advantage 
inftead of a difadvantage. It may be faid, that Ireland Hands in the fame fitua- 
tion, her malt drawback and countervailing duty being regulated by the fame pro- 
portion, but the higher the duty on malt tlie greater the bounty, and Hill the ad- 
vantage .preponderates on the fide of England. 

The 3d is entirely without foundation, for the quantity of yeaft is proportioned 
to the fpirits contained in the walh, and if weak wafh requires lefs yeaft, it pro- 
duces lefs fpirit, and vice ver'fa, ftrong walh requiring more yeaft produces more 

' I can therefore fee no reafon why the Irilh diftiller Ihould not be allowed a de- 
duaionfrom the countervailing duty payable in England, of the above fum of 
1 s. G\d. per gallon. . 

With regard to the difadvantages to England m exporting fpirits to Ireland, l 
conceive thefe to confift in the drawback of S per-cent, and 16 per-cent, on the 
duty allowed to liufce flails in Ireland, which is not allowed to fpirits exported from 
England, upon paying the countervailing duty in Ireland. I can fee no objection 
.to fiich an allowance being extended to Engliih fpirits, provided the above film of 
1 s. 3 /ft per gallon, being the internal difadvantages to Ireland as before ftated, is 
added to the countervailing duty payable in Ireland, and the jnft proportion to 
be allowed to Engliili fpirits, can be afeertained by a calculation from the number 
of liids in Ireland", enjoying the drawback, and thole of a fmaller fize, to which it 
u not extended, and'an allowance made to an extent equal to the operation of this 
. drawback upon the whole fpirits made in Ireland, and a proper medium being 
taken, I fuppofe would amount to about 4 d. or 5 i. a gallon, the fame rale would 
alfo apply to Scotland. I next proceed to (late the diradvantag.es to Ireland in her 
anterccurfe with Scotland ; and 

jft Spirits 
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i ft Spirits fent from Ireland to Scotland, are charged with the Englifli duty Mr. Jamefon. 

per gallon - - - - - - - - - - £. o 8 2 1 i_ ^ j 

I nftead of the Scotch duty of- - - - - - • o 5 ixj 



making a difadvantage to Ireland in the Scotch market, of - o 2 3 \ 

2d. The additional lofs and expence incurred in Ireland from her internal regu- 
lations as before ftated - - - - - - - - o T 3$ 



making the total difadvantages to Ireland in the Scotch market per} , 

gallon - - - - - - - 

From this fum of 3 s. 6ld. per gallon comes to be deducted, the additional ex- 
pence and lofs of material fuftained by Scotland from her internal regulations ; and 
| thefe I (hall conftder under fix different heads. 

The firft I (hall ftate to be, “ difadvantage to the Scotch diftiller by fhort 
“ produce from the material by ftrong wath 6d.” For this charge there is no 
ground whatever. The fact is, that the diftillers in Scotland extract as much pro- 
duce from the corn ft nee the regulation of 1 6 \ gallons of fpirits to the 100 of 
1 wa/h took place as they did before, and that both in refpeft to the faccharine 1 
matter extracted from the corn, and the fermentation of it. The wort is not 
drawn from the math-tun at the ftrength required to produce 16 £ gallons, but 
made up as before ftated, and this mode greatly a (lifts the fermentation. It is 
therefore a miftake to fuppofe that more malt or corn is required in making 
ftrong wath, it requires only lefs water, and no lofs is fuftained by that mode of 
working; this item of courfe muft fall to the ground. 

The 2d is, “ by yeaft for ftrong wath more than weak i-P^d” This charge is 
alfo unfounded, for the reafons before ftated; and to thew that it is put down 
without any proper calculation, it may be obferved, that it is the fame for Scot- 
land as England, though furely the expence of collecting yeaft in London, and 
| .carrying it to Scotland, will amount to fomething. The fact is, that the diftillers 
in Scotland, fince the regulations in their prefeut law', ufe lefs yeaft than they did 
(formerly. 

The 3d item is, “ by ufe of more malt by the Scotch diftiller, 5 d'' The 
diftillers in Scotland, I have reafon to believe, drawback at leaft double the malt 
duty they pay in making their fpirits on exportation of them ; while on the other 
hand the Irith diftiller pays double the malt duty paid in Scotland on fending his 
fpirits there. The regulations introducing ftrong waih in Scotland have occa- 
sioned no greater confumption of malt in the diftilleries than before, confequently 
I .this charge is alfo without foundation. 

The 4th item is “ By rapid diftillations gd.” — While I allow that there is a lofs 

I by rapid diftillation, I cannot help expreffing my aftonithment at the extent to 
which it is fvvelled up. It is a fact that comes within my own knowledge that the 

I ftills in Scotland can perform about one third more work than the law impofes, 
they are not therefore ferewed up as the Irith are to nearly the utmoft pitch of what 
^ they can perform, confequently there is fnfticient time for extracting the fpirit, and 
although a fmaller quantity of liquor is put into the ftill it does not therefore follow 
-that the fpirit cannot be extracted from it; on the contrary the fmall proportion of 
work required to be performed affords fufficient time for diftilling, and alfo forcon- 
denftng and cooling in the w r orm.both low wines and fpirits, by which the Scotch 
diftiller has a very conftderable advantage over the Irith, for from the quantity of 
liquor contained in an I ritlj. ftill, the fleam riftng from it is fo great that it is difficult to 
get either a worm or fufficiency of water to condenfe it, and from this circumftance 
very great lofs is fuftained in Ireland, although I have fet down no item on that 
ground. I know that in Scotland they run the ftiils till the laft part of the extract 
which comes down the worm called faints, comes nearer the gravity of water than 
in Ireland, they have more tjm.e to do fo, and from the high price of coals in Ire- 
land and the low price in Scotland, it is more their intereft to do fo in Scotland ; 

. when the ftill runs down to faints it runs confiderably flower than at firft, and in 
Ireland it is often confidered not worth the expence of coals to extract the whole 
of the fpirits ; and this may be eafily conceived from the price that is paid for them 
upon a moderate. average, coals never ftand lefs than 3 6 s. and often as high as 50 s. 

to 
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Mr Smrbt to I "-tineas a .ton of 1 8 to 20 ewt. this deficiency of weight ar.fes from their being 
j fold by a meafure computed to be a certain weight, but which leldom or m » u 
fends' it out. However I allow that there is a toft in the diftillation m Scotland, 
and I am fare I do more than jultice to the diftillery of that country when I put it 
down with an equal fum with Ireland, that is 3 4 per gallon on the fpints 

The item is, “ By extra expence of fuel, labour, wear and tear, yd I cannot 
conceive what the total expence would amount to if tins were only the extra. In 
■Scotland fuel and labour never ftand more than 6 rf to 8 rf. a gahon on the (pints 
often confiderably lefs according to the filiation of the diftil ery, the additional 
exoenee created by the mode of working is chiefly on the fuel, and fas article is 

no where fo cheap ■ the tearanil Wearis fcarccly calculable; rtisftated to be chiefly 

onthe ftills ; now one penny per gallon on the fpints would afford a new full every 
fortnight at the price of a Scotch ftill (,£ .80.) half price being always got for the 
old copper ■ but I fufpeft that there is included 111 the 7 d. at leaf! 2 d. or 3 i. for tear 
and wear - I fl.all put down the total expence of mapuMuring a gallon of fpints m 
Scotland at 7 d. being the medium between 6 rf. and id. the extra expense of w Inch 
occafiiued by the internal regulations, I (hall allow to be 1 id. and on this head 

I am fure ample iuftioe is done tq the. Scotch diltiller. . ■ , . 

The 6th item is, " By not obtaining the produce from the waft for which duty 
“ is charged fay 13 indeed of t6| 6 T vo'.”— ’ This I fhould conceive the mod ex- 
traordinary charge of the whole. In England nineteen gallons of fpints are required 
from a bund red gallons of waft, and when working for exportation . eighteen are 
^ produced fraud is prefnmed; why flioukl not the fame prefanption afaly to 
•Scotland if only . 3 gallons inftead of 16 i are fliewn. It mud either proceed from 
fraud or the ignorance of the didiller, and in my mind the firft is the mod likely, 
forif he Chutes to make away with his fpirits privately, he only pays the wall. duty 
and faxes all the reft, and it mult he allowed that fome faall -irregulanties have 
occurred in Scotland. But fuppofe tills fhort coming .to proceed entirely • front 
ignorance would it be fair or equitable to give the benefit of that ignor ant e to the 
ilftiller making 17 f gallons, and thereby already enjoying an advantage over the 
irifh didiller in the Scotch market of nearly b d. a gallon ; for it is w ell know n that 
almoft all the diftillera in Scotland can produce 17 i gal ons, and that many of 
them have done it. This charge therefore is too abfurd to he liftened to. 

The difadvantages therefore under which Ireland exports fpints to Scotland, 
will ftand as follows : 

'ft Difference betwixt the Scotch and Englilh duty, Irifli fpirits 
paying a countervailing duty in Scotland equal to fl.e latter mfte *4 
of the former - - - r .- " , ‘ 

zd. Difadvantages to Ireland from internal regulations - - 



Trom this fan fails to he deduced the difadvantages. arifmg 
Scotland from her internal regulations ; viz. 

iff. For rapid diftillation - - £.'°. ° 

2d, Extra expence of fuel, kf. -■ - - 0 ° 



2 3} 
1 3,1 

3 6 f 



o 5-1 



Total difadvantages to Ireland ■ - 



- -03 li 

iotai (luairvcuiuigt-o .icu— ’ 

^ , r rvf oc tU- the- allowance to be made from 

To the I fame S“o!lfe 8 per dent, and 16 per cent, to 

the countcnaihn-, ) ft’atedl has Scotland the advantage over Ireland 

Sphere mftiller convinced of this, that 

m esp rti s ‘ bWe ‘ b the Aft of Union, or, in other words, retain an mijuft 
he would prefer, to abiae y f , ^*ffature'' equally injurious to the 

advantage derived from ^ of Scotland ; for I fuppofe the xliftillery 

Inil. diftifar as i ™>“o“ th ; s laft vear , l 0 ft upwards of .£. 50,000, from the 

SrdSs hming drawn back the Englilh duty inftead of the Scotch upon 

£ Tm!!iu P iup *th"fatement I have not noticed an abfurd advantage 
In mah n 0 , enjoyed bv Ireland over Britain, that is, is. 4 *<L of 

paid. As the diftiilery of Ireland has not been 
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at work under the Act of Parliament containing the claufe on which the argu- 
ments for making up this charge are grounded, it rnuft in a great meafure be 
matter of fpeculation. However I am not prepared to Hate that no fraud could 
be committed under it ; I am rather of a contrary opinion ; and therefore would 
prefer the malt regulations to remain upon the fame principle as formerly. But 
in fixing the drawbacks and countervailing duties on malt for the three kingdoms, 
if the principle of an equal proportion being ufed in the three kingdoms is de- 
parted from, the greateft proportion ought to be fixed for Ireland, for the malt in 
that country is of fo very inferior a quality, that a much greater proportion is 
neceflary to'be mixed with the unmalted corn to extraft the produce fufficiently. 
A great deal may be faid on this head by the Englifh and Scotch distillers, but 
they are totally unacquainted with the quality of Iriih malt., and their ideas on 
the fubjeft are formed from the quality of Englifh malt, one-tenth of which mixed 
with the barley of this country would go farther than one-fifth in Ireland. The 
faft is, that the barley in Ireland is not capable of undergoing the operation of 
malting completely, and confequently a confiderable allowance ought to be 
made. 

There is another cireumftance which I think it neceflary to advert to, and that 
is, the alledged evafion of the duty in Ireland by fmuggling. A great many 
aflertions and infinuations may be made on this head, but it mull be remem- 
bered, that the gentlemen have taken their information regarding it from the 
fifth Report of the Commiflioners of Inquiry; and fince that Report was pub- 
liflied, very material and effectual alterations have taken place in the law to pre- 
vent fmuggling. The diftillers have been uniformly anxious to have a flop put to 
it entirely, and as the regulations laft adopted, though of great benefit, were not 
completely effectual, they have lately made the full ell: communication, and given 
the moil fatisfaCtorv evidence of the actual quantity of fpirits a ftill is capable of 
making, fo that the Right Honourable the Chancellor of the Exchequer is now in 
pofleffion of evidence, from which I underhand he intends to frame regulations that 
will effectually put an end to all fmuggling. It may be remarked,' that all the 
information regarding fmuggling in Ireland has proceeded from the diftillers tliem- 
felves, from a with of putting an end to it ; the diftillers on tin;; fule can therefore 
have little apprehenfion from a continuance of the evil. I fliould be glad to fee 
fome marks of a.fimilar difpofition on this fide the channel, but as there has been 
no Commiffion of Enquiry here, we have no proofs to bring forward of fimilar 
irregularities, and there have as yet been no confeffions ; I am confequently bound 
to confider that none exifl. But I mull fay, that confided ng all the circumftances, 
the diftillers on this fide might be more tender with their remarks upon their 
brethren in Ireland, which I have often heard before the Committee was appoint- 
ed ; luch as that the Iriih diftillers employed all their ingenuity in defrauding the 
revenue, but which operated greatly to their difad vantage; how luch information 
could be obtained I do not know, or how the disadvantages of lmuggling could be 
1'q well known where fo much purity feems to exift, I am equally at a lofs to dif- 
cover ; however, when the propofed regulations are adopted, I trull that all com- 
plaints will be removed, and that we lhall meet upon equal grounds with hands 
equally clean. 

. With regard to that part of the queftion, whether , the confining the intercourfe 
in fpirits to fach as have been previoully made for export, he.-, it it was meant to 
place the export law in Ireland on the fame footing, it is in England, I am afraid 
it might be attended with bad confequences. I never knew any abufes to exift in 
the prefentmode of warehoufing fpirits in Ireland for export; and >f it affords any 
accommodation t.o the diliiller, I can fee no reafon why he lhould be deprived of 
it fo long as’ the revenue does not fuffer. As to extending either the Englifh or 
Scotch Law to Ireland in. place of the Iriih, fome of • the. regulations in thefe laws 
it might he impoflible to comply with in Ireland, while others might he ineffectual 
in, fecuring the revenue; and befides, I confider the fyltem in Ireland better 
adapted for fecuring the revenue than either the Englifh or Scotch, and to abandon 
it when with great difficulty it has been juft brought to perfection, would be ip 
my opinion hazardous and impolitic. 



* 99 - 



A a 



Mart is, 



Mr. Jamefon. 

L ^ i 
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Martis, 9 0 die MaU 1 S o 9. 

Lord Binning in the Chair. 



MALCOLM BROWN, ESQ. 

Mr Bro-wru AT the clofe of your examination on Friday, the following quMtion was afked : -If 
* ' i Spirits are fent out of the ftock of the diftiller with a permit, mentioning their quantity, 

'hut not their ftrength, if thole fpirits are ftrong, is there any check to prevent a certain 
•quantity thereof being taken out while they are conveying to the bonded warehoufe, 
and that quantity replaced with water, provided when they arrive at the bonded ware- 
houfe, they are one to ten over proof? to which you anfwered, It is irnpoffible to add 
any water in the way from the diftiliery to the bonded warehoufe, the fpirits would be 
liable to feizure ; what check is there to make that irnpoffible ?— A law requiring fpirits 
to be fent out at particular hours in the day, and it is prefumed that there muft be a 
great number of people palling backwards and forwards, who would probably have an 
opportunity of feeing the tranfa&ion going on of taking out fpirits and introducing 
water in their place, would be very apt to give information to the Revenue Officer, 
and upon that being proved, the fpirits would certainly be liable to feizure and confi- 
scation - I know of nothing elfc to prevent it. _ 

As I do not allude to the time w hen the fpirits are fent out from the ftock of the 
diftiller, butto the period j)f their conveyance to the bonded warehoufe, which may be 
at a confiderable diftance, what is the check to prevent fpirits being taken out in the 
way I have deicribed, upon the road, upon many parts of which there cannot be that 
iconcourie of people to which you refer? — I know of nothing to prevent it, further than 
that fuch Irani action would make the fpirits liable to feizure. 

The only check therefore, -which you think exifts, is the perfon being ken when 
performing that operation, and not any circumftance ariiing from what is mentioned in 
the permit ? — Yes ; I wiffi to add that I never heard of any tiling of the kind having 
been attempted ; there being a limited time in the permit for the delivery of the fpirits 
from the diftiliery to the bonded i'tores, would not allow fufficient dine to remove the 
fpirits, and add water. , , , , 

That time is in proportion to the diftance from the diftiliery to toe bonded ware- 
houfe? — Yes it is. . . 

You mention in your printed Statement, that it frequently happens that the diitiller 
is really charged with more duty than he ought to pay on the quantity of fpirits diftil- 
led, how does* this happen ? — The time of fermenting being limited to fix days, tiie 
diftiller finds it his intereft not- to make the w'afh or pot-ale into fiuglings until the 
fixth dav, if on that day an accident happens to his ftill fo as to prevent him from 
workino- up the pot-ale,* before the following morning, at the time when the Officer vifite 
the diftillerv, he would be charged double duty on all the pot-ale found in his houle 
that fhould have been run off the day before ; I have been furcharged laft year to a 
very confiderable amount, of double duty, which money I have paid. I know tome 
diftillers that have paid from three to four and five thouiand pounds during the lalt 
year's Working, of furcharges or double duty, more than the fpirits produced would 

warrant. . . , , 

Would that be the cafe if no fuch accident happened ?— If no accident happened, 
it is to be prefumed the pot-ale would have been worked up in the regular time ; it 
frequently happens w hen the Officers vifits are repeated very clofe upon each other, 
that furcharges are brought for a difproportion of work upon pot-ale, finghngs, and 
fpirits, the greateft charge always being brought out againft the diftiller, and it fome- 
times happens that he has not a fufficient quantity of fpirits to anfvver either for his pot- 
ale or his linglings. . , . * 

In the firit part of your printed Statement, you have mentioned that the nignelt 
charge is brought againft the diftiller at the end of a week and month ; upon the next 
page you mention, that the Officer balances his account of walh, low wines and fpirits, 
atevery vifit, and brings the higheft of thofe againft the diftiller, and you add that 
this fhould be only done at the end of a week or month ; how do you reconcile the 
apparent difference between thofe two ftatements t — The officer, at every vifit, 
balances the account of pot-ale, fmglings and fpirits; whatever is the higbeft is brought 
to charge againft the diftiller, the fame is done at the end of the week or month, and 
the hkheft of the whole of the workings is again brought againft the diftiller at the end 
of the C month ; to do away that, the charge againft the diftiller ihould be brought from 
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the decreafe of walh, or the increafe of {pints, at the end of a month, whatever Ihould jrf r Brovm. 
be the higheft. ' — — . 

Can you make a larger quantity of fpirits from 1 00 gallons of waih than is the pre- 
ftsmed produce under any fubfifting regulation in Ireland? — We generally make our 
walh of a ltrength to produce ten gallons, fometimes it may produce a little more, 
fometimes it produces lefs, according to the fuccefs we have had in carrying on the 
fermentation. 

Do you believe fuch fur pi us produce to be often made by any diftiller in Ireland ? 

— I believe it is fometimes made. 

What becomes of fuch furplus produce, can it be linuggled into home confump- 
tion? — He fometimes pays the duty upon that furplus produce, fometimes lie takes it 
to bear him out againft the Ioffes of furcharges that have arifen in other parts of the 
•operation, and fometimes I believe it goes into confumption in Ireland without paying 
the duty. 

Is it in his own option whether he ihall pay the duty or not on the furplus produce? 

— If he can keep the fpirits out of the light of the Excife officer, it certainly is. 

Then if a furplus produce is made, which goes into confumption without tne payment 
of duty, does it not operate as a bounty on the quantity produced to the officer, and 
charged with the duty, whether that quantity goes out for home confumption, or is ex- 
ported ? — It certainly operates as a bounty upon the whole, in proportion to the price 
the diftiller is enabled' to get for it. 

Is the walh which you ufe in Ireland weak or ftrong? — It is weak wadi. 

Does weak walh require as much time for fermentation as ftrong wafli ? — It 
does not. 

How many days fermentation do you think that the produce required by law in 
Ireland from a hundred gallons of walh would require, in order to work to the beft 
advantage? — If a diftiller was left to his own time in fermenting weak wafli in Ireland, 

I think it is probable he would take from ten to fixteen days, according to circum- 
ftances. 

Have you ever known any inftance in Ireland where the wafli was ready in twenty- 
four hours? — No, I have not. 

What is the lhorteft time you have ever known wafh to be ready t — If the walh is 
very weak it may be fermented, although not completely, in three days, but not fo as 
to have the greateft extract of fpirits from it. 

Is the quantity of low wines with which the (till muft be charged, fixed by law 
in Ireland ? — It is. 

What is that quantity? — There is one-eighth part of the content of a ftill 
allowed to enable her to work ; fhe is charged with leven-eighths by law. 

Muft the officer be always prefent when the ftill is charged with low wines ? — No, 
there is no neceffity for the officer being prelent. 

Is not the quantity of fpirits to be produced from the low wines calculated upon the 
quantity required by law to be put into the l’till? — In Ireland, the diftiller cannot put 
fo much into his ftill as the law requires ; he feldom charges his ftill with more than 
one-third, the law requiring his ftill to be charged for leven-eighths; the officer in mak- 
ing his vifits, prefumes that quantity is in the ftill, whereas in fa< 5 t only one-third of 
the Anglings are in the ftill, and duty is brought againft the remaining quantity of 
Anglings that is found in the houfe, adding the two together, operates as a furcharge 
againft the diftiller. 

Do you conceive that the quantity of two gallons of fpirits, which muft be produced 
from every five gallons of low wines, is too large a calculation? — It frequently hap- 
pens that our low wines would not make that quantity ; it fometimes happens that 
they would make more than that quantity ; that very much depends upon the quality 
of the walh they are made from. 

Do you mean the ltate of the fermentation of the walh not being fo perfeft, in 
conlequence of being limited to fix days? — I do. 

Have you made any- calculation of the concurrent work of ftills of various fizes, 
and under the exifting Legiflative regulations in the different parts of the United King- 
dom? — I have. 

State the refulU — In Ireland the ftill furnaces are conftru&ed on nearly the fame 
plan and dimenfions as thole in Scotland, are more powerful, and confume more coals 
The quantity of fpirits a ftill is capable of making depends on the lize of the bottom 
that can be expoied to the fire. The following is a comparifon between a Scotch and 
Irilh ftill of equal dimenfions in the bottom ; a Scotcli ftill of 90 gallons content is 
about 70 inches diameter in the bottom ; at the prefent rate of work of 2,025 gallons, 

for 
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for every Gallon content ?n twelve months, is 1 82,250 gallons ; the monthly charge is 
equal to 15,1 87 gallons : An Irifh itill of 500 gallons content will be about 70 inches 
diameter in the bottom, 74 inches at the top, and 24! inches deep ; the monthly charge 
is 14,700 gallons of fpirits, twelve per cent, ftronger than the Scotch fpirits 16,464 
gallons making 1,277 gallons more fpirits than a Scotch Itill of the fame diameter of 
bottom is required by law to make. The Scotch itill will make that quantity with 
more eai'e than the Irifh ftill, and of courfe will not con fume fo much coals. The 
quantity of waih allowed in Scotland for that quantity of fpirits is 92,042 gallons. 
The quantity allowed in Ireland 147,000, which gives a great increafe of work to the 
Irifh Itill. The comparifon I have drawn between the Iriili and Scotch itill is 
very much in favour of the Scotch ftill ; as the proportion would be more in favour 
of the Iriili itill had I taken a fmaller fize, as will be feen by looking at the fcale ot 
\york in the Irifh ftills. 

Is the lliape of the Irifh ftill fixed by law ? — It is. 

' What proportion riiuft its altitude or depth bear to the diameter at the wideft 
p ar t? — it muft be three inches in diameter at the wideft part for every inch in depth, 
the wideft part to be taken at the part of the ftill that is moft remote from the 
bottom. 

Is the ftiape of the Scotch ftill fixed by law?— It is not. 

' They are not reitrifited to any particular ftiape ? — They are not reftri&ed at all, 

unlefs as to die contents of gallons. . 

What time of the year do you generally commence diftilling, and what tune oi the 
yhkr do you generally leave off? — We generally commence about the 29di of Sep- 
tember ; the time of leaving off work is very uncertain, depending very much upon die 
demand for lpirits. . 

Do you ever work during the whole year?— We have once or twice worked eleven; 



months in the year. , 

If a ftill of 1,500 gallons in Ireland, was not required by law to be of a particular 
lhape, could you not fo conftrua a ftill of 1,500 gallons as to work more rapidly, and 
fave fuel? — We certainly could. 

Can you ftate what difference it would make with refpea to the rapidity oi work- 
ings, or the laving of fuel, if you were permitted to make your 1,500 gallon ftill oi 
fuch lliape as you thought proper?— I think we might fave three-fourths of the coals, 
and the increafe of quantity produced would be very great. _ 

How long are you in working off a charge in the ftills now in ufe r — V e generally 
charge our ftill about one-third of the content, rather under that, and work it off in 
about 25 minutes. 

What fize of ftill do you fpeak to? — I allude to a ftill of 500 gallons. 

Do you work any other lized ftill yourfell r — I do not. 

If you paid the licence duty upon the contents of the ftill as in Scotland, could you 
not work with conliderably more rapidity ?— We could increafe that quantity oi work 
a little. 

How much could you increafe it?— I iliould fuppofe about a fifth part. 

Do you fpeak of that increaie being poffible upon a five hundred gallon ftill only, 
or do you think it is equally poffible with a 1,500 and 3’ 000 gallon ftill ?■ I mean the 
aiifwer with refpefit to the increafe of one-fifth work, to apply to ftills of any fize from 
500 gallons to 1,500 gallons. It wasftated to the Committee lbme time back, that 
ftills of all lizes could be worked off in twenty minutes, I have here the account of the 
quantity of fpirits a ftill is capable of making, by the plan of ’laying on the work on 
ftills of all dimenfions ; by comparing this with the Irilh table of work for each Itill, it 
will be feeii at firft view how far this is a mitiaken idea of the power of ftills ot differ- 
ent dimenfions ; the calculation is made agreeable to ftatement ot one-third the con- 
tent at each charge, allowing tw enty minutes to each charge, and fifteen hours to work 
the waih ; a two hundred gallon ftill, by the above plan, will make 
every twenty-eight days - - - - - - " -8,216 gallons. 

By the Iriili table it makes, in twenty-eight days - - - 8,400 

500 gallon ftill by the above plan makes - -20,916 

By the Iriili table is charged with - i4>7°° 

1,500 gallon ftill by the above ------ 63,000 

By the Iriili calculation - - - - - " . ' 3 2 >556 _ 

I have alfo made out a ftatement of the quantity of work a ftill 111 Scotland, for home 
confumption, is capable of doing. A ninety gallon ftill in Scotland is charged with 
542 gallons every twenty-four hours, and is fuppofed to conftime 3>3§7 gallons of 
waih. This ftill can be run off in three minutes, but we will allow them five minutes 
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to each charge of thirty gallons of waft, js in fifteen hours 5,400 gallons of waft, or Mr. Brown. 

•89 1 gallons of fpirits, which is 349 gallons more fpirits than required by law. I allow *- v— 

fifteen hours to run waft, and nine hours to make it into fpirits. If we allow fix minutes 
to work off each charge (which is double the time it can be done in) it will confume 
4,500 gallons of waft in fifteen hours, making 742 gallons of fpirits, which is two 
•hundred gallons more every twenty-four hours than the law requires. A fifty gallon 
i till in Scotland is charged with 324 gallons of fpirits every twenty-four hours, and is 
luppofed to confume 1 ,963 gallons of waft. This ftill may be worked oft' in three 
minutes, but we will allow them five minutes to each charge of twenty-leven gallons 
of wafh, is in fifteen hours equal to 3,060 gallons of walk, or 500 gallons of fpirits, 
this is 180 gallons more fpirits than required every twenty-four hours. I allow- fifteen 
hours for running the waft, and nine hours for making the fpirits. If we allow fix 
minutes to work each charge, it will produce 420 gallons of fpirits every twenty-four 
hours, which is ninety-fix gallons, or nearly one-third more than required by law-. 

Have not the iicenfed diftiilers in Ireland lately made a return to the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer of the full extent of work their refpeCtive ftilis are capable of executing, 

) with the view-. and hope of fuch regulations being made, as may put an end to every im- 

) putation of illicit trade ? — The diftiilers in Ireland, before this Committee was ap- 

pointed, had given in very full information to the Irish Chancellor of the Exchequer, 

I with rcfpect to the quantity of work ftilis would do, to enable him to lay on fuch regu- 
lations, during thisieffion cf Parliament, as would enable the Irifli diftiiler to pay duty 
upon every gallon. 

Was not that done w ith the v iew- of protecting the diftillery capital againft the trade 
carried on fraudulently in Ireland ? — It was. 

! You are aware that the Scotch licence ceafes whenever the quantity of 2,025 gallons 

for every gallon of ftill content is produced ? — I am aware of that part of the law. 

You have mentioned, that the I rift ftilis might be worked with one-fifth greater 
rapidity than at prefent, is the rapidity with which they now work necefiary, in order 
to produce the fpirits chargeable by law;?- — It is. 

Is there any reftriClion ki the fliape or confrruction of your furnaces ? — There is not. 

Does the quick nefs of your operation depend a good deal upon that? — It depends 
I very much upon it. 

At what price do you generally get your coals by the ton ? — Our coals will ftand 
us in from thirty to forty ihiilings a ton. 

From wiience do you bring them ? — -Generally from Glafgow, fometimes from Ayr 
■and Irvine. 

What countryman are you r — Of Scotland. 

Do you know what the general price of coals in Scotland is, compared with the 
price in Ireland ? — The general price in Scotland is from feven to twelve ihiilings a 
ton. " 

Were you ever engaged in the diftillery trade in Scotland ?— I was a good many 
years at Cannon Mills near Edinburgh, before I went to Ireland. 

In the houfe of Stein, Smith & company ? — Yes. 

Where do you purchafe your yeaft ? — Part from the brewers in our neighbourhood, 
fometimes from Dublin, and we have font Cti tries brought it from London. 

If you worked a 2,000 gallon ftili, could you procure, either from Dublin or from 
your neighbourhood, as much yeaft as would be requifite for your manufacture ? — I 
hardly think we could. 

What is the quality of the yeaft you get from the brewers in the neighbourhood of 
Dundalk ?— It is very poor and very weak. 

Do you get it from the brewer in the heft ftate he could deliver it you, if bethought 
fit? — No, we do not. 

How fo ? — The demand for yeaft being lo great, obliges us to take it in the fixa- 
tion the brewer thinks proper to give it us. 

What do you pay by the gallon for your yeaft? — We pay thirty ihiilings a barrel 
for yeaft; a barrel wiil hold forty gallons, but it feldom contains more til an from 
twenty-five to thirty gallons of yeait. 

Can you ftate what the coft upon the gallon of fpirits amounts to for the yeaft re- 
quifite in your manufacture ? — Our expence of yeaft is 4 \d. a gallon upon the fpirits. 

What quantity of yeaft do you ute in making 100 gallons of fpirits? — We ufe nine 
barrels of yeaft to make 700 gallons of fpirits. 

Is that the leaft pofliblequ antily you can do with ?— We have fometimes attempted 
to leften the quantity, but we find it for our intereit to continue that. 

199. * Bb Do 
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Mr-'Tlro’uin Do you mean for your intereft, in order to make the quantity ofipirlts required 
_ .by law ? — Yes ; in order to carry on a quick fermentation. 

" ' You fakl on Friday that Iriih fpirits were worth more than Scotch fpirits by 

qs. 6d. per Gallon, after -making allowance for the difference in .ftrength, to what 
, do you. alcribe the higher price that is obtained for the Iriih ipirits in Gomparilou with 
.thoie from Scotland? — The Iriih fpirits have fo much better a chara&er in point 
of quality than the Scotch ; in Ireland they very readily bring that difference at 
;the prclent time. 

To what is that owing ?— To the prejudice in favour of the Iriih fpirits. 

Do you megn to fpeak of corn fpirits made in Ireland and Scotland? \es, o. coin 
-fpirits made in Ireland and in Scotland. 

Do you think it arifes from the quality of the raw material, or the ikiil of the ma- 
- nul'acturer? — The fpirits in Ireland being made in large Hills, and at the lame time 
being made fo much ftronger than the Scotch fpirits, the diftiller is under the ne- 
ceffity of running tliofe fpirits frequently three times through the lull, and the lize 
of the ftiil enables him better to feparate the coarfe parts of the Ipirits in dii- 

Lll < Is °that third running intended to bring up the ftrength witliout any idea of faving 
.the duty ? — It is intended to bring up the ftrength. . 

If the duty was charged according to ftrength, would they run it a third time r 
That would depend upon what ftrength was allowed by the law. . 

Suppofincr any ftrength allowed by law, and they paid proportionately for the in- 
creafe ' — In feme cafes I think they would, I do not lay they would generally. 

Does not the diftiller, by this third running, to a certain extent reftify his fpirits? 

Inhere not a regulation in Ireland which prevents the union of the two trades of 
distilling and rectifying in the fame premifes ? — There is a regulation preventing a 
diftiller bein'* at the fame time a re&ifier, but there is no regulation to prevent the 
diftiller running his fpirits three, four, five or fix times through his full, it he chooles 
JLo take up fo much time. . . 

Nor does the policy of the law, which prevents a diftiller being at the lame time 
a reftifier, apply to the cafe of a diftiller running his fpirits three or four times 
-through the lull?— Of courfe not. 

Are they in the habit, in Scotland, of running their fpirits through the lull more than 
twice? — In Scotland they do not make the fpirits more than one to ten over, which 
can very eafily be done at two operations. 

Do they in the Highlands, if the fpirits are elevated in ftrength ? — I do not know, 

I cannot lpeak as to the Highland practice. 

You are a native of the Lowlands? — I am. 

Do they diftill the feints in Scotland ? — In diftilfing their walli they do not feparate 

rthe feints from thefmglings as we do in Ireland. _ . 

Does not the Iriih praftice render the fpirits of fuperior quality ? — -T he Iriih prac- 
tice certainly renders the fpirits of fuperior quality. 

What do you mean by the word “ feints ?” — The feints is the laft part that is drawn 
■off from the frill, which is of much weaker and coarfer quality than the firft or middle 
part of the full. _ .. , , 

You have faid in your evidence on Friday, that the diftiller m Ireland always 
exports his fpirits at the firength the duty is charged upon them by the officer; do 
you mean to fay that fpirits are generally exported at the ftrength at which they are 
made, to wit, twenty-five per cent, over proof?— No, I do not mean that. 

What was yourprecife meaning in that anfwer ? — When the diftiller makes fpirits 
for exportation, he generally draws them off at a ftrength of about one to ten, winch 
is the ftandard ftrength by Speers hydrometer. 

Muft he do fo by law? — No. 

What. is the ftrength at which fpirits are generally exported from Ireland to Great 
.'Britain ? — Spirits have been exported from Ireland to Great Britain from ltandard, 
,up to twelve and fourteen over, by Speer’s hydrometer. 

Which of thofe ftrengths is principally exported ?— Standard ftrength is the one 
generally exported. 

In the cafe of greater ftrength do you receive a greater drawback than it the 
•fpirits were only ftandard ftrength?— No, we receive the fame drawback. 

In diftilling for export, do vou lower your fpirits in the diftillery to the ftrength at 
which you export them ?— When we diftilfor exportation, and have an order for tf. 
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’ne run' them down from the Hill to the ftrength required; the firft is Very bad, the Mr. Bn. 
■middle is the belt, and the laft is nearly of the lame quality as the firft. V . ^ 

Which of the three do you keep for home ufer — We keep the middle for home 
life. 

When a diftiller diflils for exportation, il ls not necefiary for him to give notice 
that he intends to diftil for exportation? — It is not necelfary to give any notice. 

I)o you make malt? — I do. 

The malt duty in Ireland, according to the exifting regulations, amounts to l s. 8 d. 

) per gallon upon the fpirits ? — It does. 

You have faid in your printed Statement, that the diftiller gets credit for ten (hillings 
j on every barrel of malt lie has con fumed, and for which lie has produced a permit, 
and proved by oath or other wife ; would the effect of that credit be this, that if a dif- 
tiller could prove that he ufed nothing but malt in diftiliing, he would pay no malt 
xlutyr — If he could prove that he ufed nothing but malt, and that that malt was 
| accompanied with a regular certificate of tiie duty being paid, he would. 

Has this law ever been in operation yet in the diftilieries inlrelaud? — It never 
1 has. 

Whv has it never been in operation ? — Owing to the Prohibition Bill which was 
ipafird the fame Seflions. 

You mentioned its being proved by oath or othenvife, does the law require that the 
■diftiller (hould iwear as to the quantity of malt he has ufed ?■ — The option of taking 
the oath lies with the Revenue officer ; the diftiller, if he refufes when called upon to 
-make the oath, would not be entitled to the drawback. 

Was there a fimilar law -fome years ago r — There was a fimilar law fome years ago, 
that obliged the diftiller to (hew permits for one-half malt. 

I . Was his oath requifite under that few ? — I believe it was not requifite under that 
law. 

Was it often required ?- — I never heard of its being required. 

Do you apprehend that the regulations in Ireland, for iecuring the malt duty, are 
adequate to that objeftt r — I do conceive that the regulations for collecting the malt 
duty are adequate to it. 

I Do you fpeak oflicenfed malt-houfes only r— Yes, I do not fpeak of the others. 

Has the law, charging fpirits with additional duty as malt duty, which you fay has 
not been acted upon in Ireland, been acted upon with refpeftt to charging duty on 
any Scotch or Englifh fpirits when imported into Ireland? — At the palling of that law 
there was an enactment in it, that obliged a diftiller and dealer in Ireland to pay ten- 
pence a gallon additional on every gallon of fpirits he had in his ftock on the 1 oth of 
June, or for whatever quantity he ' had made after that period, (tire 10th of June) 
and fpirits that were imported from Scotland or from England, were aifto charged 
"with that ten-pence a gallon, to countervail the internal charge in Ireland ; foreign 
fpirits were liken ife charged with the fame additional duty ; that was an equivalent for 
the additional malt duty. 

Abatements of eight and fixteen per cent, being allowed according to the fize of the 
ftills, is the amount of that abatement deducted from the drawback allowed on fpirits 
"when exported to Great Britain ? — The eight and fixteen per cent, is not allowed on 
fpirits exported to Great Britain. 

Then the full drawback cannot be obtained at exportation in any cafe where the 
above-mentioned ftatement has been allowed ? — It cannot. 

Do you make your own malt? — I do. 

What barley do you commonly ufe for that purpofe? — We ufe Irifh barley. 

Do you find the quality of Irilh barley equally good for making malt with Britifli 
’barley r — Jt is not near fo good for making malt as Britifli barley. 

Notwithftanding that circumftance, you have found it for your intereft to ufe Irilh 
barley rather than to import barley from England ? — We have. 

In the part of the country in which you work, is the barley which comes to the 
■market of the heft or the word quality, Gr what proportion docs it bear to the general 
•barley of the country ? — I believe the barley in our part of the country is better than 
the average of the barley of Ireland. 

Does not the Drogheda barley bear the beft price?— It bears the beft price in the 
Dublin market. 

That is the barley you confume? — As we live within fixteen miles of Drogheda, of 
courfe we are fupplied from that diftrifft. 

Did you ever ufe Englifh barley? — I have. 

Did 
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a, J>id vou find the malt made from it much better than that from Drogheda barley ? 

, Brown. * __. rhc ' malt , na(le f rom it was a great deal better than that made from tee Inlli; 

' but the f ea f on of the year that we had that barley to work was a very bad one tor 
making malt, having arrived too late in the feafon. . . 

Dki not you buy a good deal of barley this year m the South oi England: — 

"VV"c did* • 

Was that for malting or for feed ?— We bought it for both purpofes ; rvhat did not 
ho for Iced was intended to be ilfed for malt. ' 

' Did you buy it at Lynn, or in Devonlhire? — We have tome purchased m Devon- 
shire and tome purchafed at Yarmouth. ' 

Dan you inform the Committee to what extent the eight and fixteen per cent, 
voperates upon the fpirits per gallon ?— Sixteen per cent, operates, to the extent of 
f even-pence halfpenny ; eight per cent, of courfe, to the extent of half. 

In what manner does your fpirit leave your ftores for home confumption, is it 
carried by cars, or what? — It is carried by cars or carts. 

In whatfized veffels ? — Generally in puncheons. 

What do the puncheons contain? — 120 gallons is reckoned a puncheon, but tney 
iSre all fixes, from 110 gallons to 140 gallons. 

What is the weight of a puncheon ’when it leaves your ftores?— About ten hundred 

'A 500 gallon {till is not entitled to the allowance, either of eight or fixteen per 
cent. ? — It is not. 

You work a 500 gallon ftill only ? — I do. 

Are you of opinion that the fixteen and eight per cent, allowance for xtiils above 500 
Gallons is a requifite encouragement to men of large capital eftablilhing ftills of higher 
dimenfions ? — I have underftood that it was a Legifiativc meafure adopted for the 
better collection of the revenue, without taking into confederation any allowance to men 
of laro-e capital, further, than that it would bring men of large capital into'- the bufmefs, 
.and that the revenue would be better paid by them than it will upon the ftnall 

' Do you think it requifite for the interests of the revenue and the trade, to continue 
that allowance? — 1 think the duty would be better paid in large diftilleries than m 
iinall ones. . 

Do yon think that the difcontinuance of that allowance would operate lo as to in- 
duce any of thofe diftillers who now have the large fized fttills, to adopt fmaller ones m 
their room? — My opinion is, that they would continue to work the fame fized foils 
in the houfes where they are now at work, provided that a number of fmall frills was 
not let up to carry away their confumption. _ 

Without reference to that provifo, which you have ftated in your laft anfwer, what 
-is your anfwer ? —If they could find a confumption for their fpirits, I think they would 
continue to work the large ftills. 

What effe'a would the licenfing very fmall ftills in Ireland have upon the revenue? 

I have already faid, I do not think the revenue would be fo well paid in finall 

.diftilleries as in large ones. 

Do vou think a 1,500 gallon ftill, or a 500 gallon ftill, moft advantageous to work 
in places where there is an ample market, putting out of conlideration the eight and 
-fixteen per cent, bounty r— I think a 1,500 gallon ftill would be the moft advantage- 
ous to work. 

Without any bounty at all? — I think it would. 

Can you ftatc how many gallons of fpirits were manufactured in Ireland laft year, 
and of what ftrength ?— I cannot. 

Do you know how much the duty upon malt manufactured in Ireland laft year 
•amounted to ? — I cannot ftate the amount. 

Yon live forty miles north of Dublin? — I do. 

Where is your principal demand for fpirits? — To the north and weft. 

Whence do you think the north and weft are principally fupplied with fpirits?— 
-Our confumption goes generally to the county of Monaghan, the county of Armagh, 
the county of Antrim, and the county of Down. 

Whence do you -imagine the county of Derry is fupplied? — I know of no fpirits. 
-that go from the ibiith of Ireland to Derry, or to the county of Derry ; it is fupplied 
principally from unlicenied ftills. 

Do {pints go generally from the fouth of Ireland to the north of Ireland?- — From 
Dublin there is a great deal goes to the north of Ireland. 
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To what parts? — To Belfaft, Armagh, Antrim, Longford; I cannot fay they go Mr. Brown. 
further. v ' 

They do not go fo far as Fermanagh ? — I do not know. 

Do they go to Sligo ? — I never lent any to Sligo. I have not heard of any going 
to Sligo for ibrne years back ; there is one entered ftiil in Sligo, but 1 believe the latter 
part of the feafon they were obliged to fend their fpirits to Dublin, for want of a 
demand. 

Do you, or not, believe that the greateft part of the confumption of the province of 
Ulfter is fupplied from fpirits which have paid the duty, or illicit -made fpirits? — ■ 

At prefent, I believe the principal part is fupplied from illicit-made fpirits, but before 
the prohibition I think it was not. 

What is the expence of land-carriage in fending out your fpirits ? — I cannot exa6tly 
lay how much it is per mile. 

How far is Armagh from you r — Twenty-two miles ; the expence of carriage there 
would be about three-half pence a gallon. 

What is the expence per hundred from Dublin to you, or from you to Dublin? — 

From 2 s. 2d. to 2s. 6 d. a hundred. 

Do you know the expence from Dundalk to Cavan ? — I cannot fay. 

You are the only diftiiler in Dundalk?— I am. 

Where is the neareft diftiiler to you northward? — Newry. 

Next to Newry, what diftillery is there in the north? — Belfaft. 

Are there anv other diftilleries than at Newry and Belfaft in the province of Ulfter? 

—No. 

How many diftilleries are there in Connaught ? — I believe there is one 200 gallon 
ftiil. 

Where ? — I believe near to Loughrea, and there is one 200 gallon ftiil in Sligo. 

[Section 100 of the ACt of 45 George III. cap. 104, was read to the witnefs.] 

W T as that the regulation to which you alluded in your evidence juft now, with 
regard to the eight and hxteea per cent, not being allowed on fpirits exported from 
Ireland ? — Yes. 



Jovis, 1 1° die Mail 1809. 

Lord Binning in the Chair. 



MALCOLM BROWN, ESQ. 

DO you know the regulations under which a diftiiler in Scotland w’orks for exporta- 
tion to England? — Yes. 

Do you conceive that the revenue is thereby fully protected ? — I do conceive that 
the revenue is fully protected in the working of the Scotch diftiiler for the Englifh 
market. 

Do you believe that any fraud exifts in that trade?— I do not believe that any fraud 
whatever exifts in that trade. 

Suppofing a diftiiler was left at perfeCt liberty, what is the fmalleft quantity of malt 
that you think it would be advantageous for him to ufe? — In working from Irifh com 
and Irifh malt, I am of opinion the fmalleft quantity that a diftiiler can find it for his 
intereit to ufe is one-fourth ; in Ireland, they generally ufe from one-fourth to one- 
half, a great many one-third. In working from Engliih corn and Englilh malt, Ilhould 
conceive a fmaller quantity would be necefiary ; I think from one-fifth to one-fourth 
would be lufficient, and the fame quantity in Scotland. 

Do you allude to the Irith lyftem of diftiliing? — I allude to any lyftem of 
diftilling. 

Do you know that barley to a confiderable extent has been purchafed in England, 
and ufed in the diftilleries of Ireland ? — One or two feafons it has. 

Are not confiderable quantities of barley, which have been imported into Ireland 
from England, made into malt ? — A confiderable proportion of it has been made into 
malt. 

May fuch malt be ufed by a diftiiler in Ireland ? — It may be ufed by the diftillers or 
brewers, or any perlon whatever ; there is no reftriCtion. 

Suppofing the duty to be paid entirely upon the fpirits when manufactured, and all 
legal reftraint in the previous operations to be removed, what fize of ltill would you ule, 

199. C c how 
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Mr. Bro von. h° w often would you charge it, and to what extent would you weaken the walh ? — Being 

v , > left at peifeft liberty to the choice of the lize of ftill, I fhould make choice of a very- 

large one, probably one of four or live thoufand gallons, and charge it once or twice 
in twenty-four hours, or perhaps oftener if I had a great oonfumption of lpirits ; if I 
was at perfeCt liberty in fermentation. I Ihould make the walh conliderably ftronger 
than we do now in Ireland, fo as to extraCt from twelve to thirteen gallons of lpirits 
from a hundred of walh. 

Were you left perfectly at liberty, would you prefer the Englilh, the Scotch, or the 
Irilh lyltem of diftilling ? — 1 Ihould prefer the Englilh lyftem of diftilling; I think 
there is very little difference between the Scotch and the Irilh, excepting fo far as re- 
gards the fermentation being limited to fix days in Ireland. 

Have you fix days entire for fermentation?; — The fix days includes brewing, 
diftilling, and fermentation; we have only four days for fermentation. 

Can malt permits be purchafed in Ireland ? — I have known them to be purchafed. 

At what rate ? — From four to live {hillings a barrel ; fometimes under that. 

How much is that below' the duty ? — About fix findings. 

In that cafe was there any tiling to prevent the diftiller, upon exporting his lpirits, 
from receiving the fame drawback per gallon as if no part of the malt duty had been 
evaded ? — The period I allude to is three or four years back, when the diftiller was 
obliged to lhew malt permits for one-half of the quantity of the fpirits he made, and 
of courfe he received a drawback as if he had aCtually ufed one-half malt. 

All which was required was the production of the permits? — Yes, the diftillers in 
Ireland have not worked under the late regulations refpeCting malt. 

Is there any thing in the late regulations that, if aCted upon, would prevent the 
purchafe of permits, fuch as you have deferibed ? — I think the diftillers in Ireland 
would find ways and means of purchafing permits, and getting credit for the 
malt duty. 

Does the prefent law in Ireland refpeCting malt duty give general fatisfaCtion, and 
is the revenue not at all endangered by it ? — The prefent regulation, with regard to 
malt being ufed in the diltilleries in Ireland, has not given general fatisfaCtion ; the 
diftillers in Ireland conceiving that the law would be evaded to a confiderable extent, 
have applied to the Chancellor of the Exchequer to have it repealed, and that the 
duty Ihould be laid on in any other fliape moft convenient for the revenue. 

What are the reafons that the prefent law refpeCting the malt duty does not give 
general fatisfaCtion ? — The diftillers conceive that in many inftances, and many fixa- 
tions, malt might be purchafed with a very confiderable mixture of barley, and at the 
fame time be accompanied by malt permit for the entire quantity. The malt in that 
cafe would go for confumption either in the brewery or to the private diftillers, and 
the diftiller would receive the full drawback of ten lhillings for every barrel of permit 
that he got in that way. 

Do you think that a direCt tax upon the fpirits would give as great an amount of 
revenue, and do away that obnoxious part of the prefent law which obliges you to 
produce malt permit, and to make an oath that you have uied that quantity for which 
you claim an allowance? — If the quantity of work is put on to the utmoft extent that 
the ftills are capable of doing, I do conceive that the duty would be better collected as 
a fpirit duty, or a licence duty, and not be fo oppreffive to the trader. The diftillers in 
Ireland are unanimoufly of opinion that the duty of 5 j. 8*/. per gallon, as a fpirit duty, 
is too high, and holds out too great an encouragement to the illicit diftiller. they are 
alfo of opinion, that the revenue would derive a larger fum from the diftillery if the 
duty was lower, and the Hills taxed to the full extent they are capable of doing. In 
mentioning this circumftance, I do not fpeak my own fentiments alone, hut the fenti- 
inents of every diftiller with whom I have had an opportunity of converting or corre* 
lponding in Ireland. 

If that regulation took place, to what fized ftill would you reftriCt the diftiller to 
work? — The diftillery of Ireland has been carried on in ftills from five hundred to 
ieventeen hundred and fifty gallons. They have been in ufe for a good many years 
back, and I apprehend Government are much better informed as to the aCtual quantity 
ftills of that fize are capable of making, than they are of ftills under five hundred 
gallons. 

If that regulation took place, to what fized ftills would you reftriCt the diftiller to 
work ? — For the benefit of the diftillers, as well as that of the revenue, I would re- 
commend ftills not under five hundred or one thoufand gallons. 

In your opinion if ftills under fuch regulations were licenfed, of one hundred gallons, 
would there be any facility of fraud thereby afforded ?-r-The frauds that were com- 
mitted 
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jnitted by ftilla in many country fituations in Ireland were carried on to a very meat 
extent ; the tinalincis of the fire of tire ftills, and tile facility of confequence afforded to 
making alterations in the head and other apparatus belonging to the ftill, afford in my 
opinion, a very great facility to the commiffion of fraud ; at the tame time it is very 
well known that in many lituations in the country of Ireland, the coppers have been 
worked as ftills during the night, which I believe is a very general practice in Ireland. 
Do they ever ufe wooden heads? — I never faw any. 

\ ou have laid that the duty on fpirits in Ireland is too high, how much per gallon do 
you conceive that that duty ought to be reduced ? — I think that if the fpirit duty of 
four {hillings a gallon was to remain as it is, and the diftiller left at liberty to ufe as 
much or as little malt as he pleafes, the revenue would be confiderably benefited, the 
diftiller would in that cafe be enabled to fell his fpirits at fuch a price as would’ very 
materially lefien the profit of the illicit diftiller. 

Do you fee any objection to a diftiller in Ireland working for exportation to England 
under a feparate entry, in the fame manner as Scotland at prefent works for England ? 
I think it would be attended with coniiderable inconvenience to theTriih diftiller. 

In what refpects r— In putting them to the expence of a feparate eftablifhment and 
erections for the Englifh market, which would be far too large for the capitals em- 
ployed in that trade. 

Would the revenue be as well lecured in Ireland as you have ftated it to be in Scot- 
land r If the eftablifhment is totally feparated, and at a moderate diftance from any 
other diftillery, and a proper inode of furveying that diftillery followed, I think the 
revenue may be fecured by having the fpirits regularly locked up, and put into the 
King’s ftores. 

Do you fee any obje6tion to a diftiller in Ireland working under a feparate entry for 
exportation to Scotland, in the fame manner as a diftiller in Scotland works for home 
confumption?— No, I fee nothing to prevent it, further than the expence of a fecond 
eftablifhment. 

Would the revenue be fufficiently fecured ? — I doubt much whether it would. 

State your reafons r — I think they would be able to draw an additional quantity from 
the wafli, and alfo have an opportunity of renewing that walli, owing to the ftills beim* 
able to do more work than is put upon them. a 

Vr ould it be fafe, fuppofing the quantity of work required by law to be increafed ? 

• — I think it would. 

Do you lee any objeaion to a diftiller in Britain being allowed to work for Ireland, 
under a fecond entry, in the fame manner and according to the fame law as Ireland 
herfelf works ?— 1 fee no objeaion to that, except, as I have before ftated, the putting 
the diftiller to the expence of a fecond eftahlilhment. 

Would the revenue be fufficiently fecured ?— If the utmoft quantity of work was 
put upon the ftill which it is able to perform, I think it would. 

Would the inconvenience to the Irifh diftiller, of being obliged to have a feparate 
eftabhffiment for diftillery for exportation, be greater to hi m° than to a difliller of 
equal capital in Scotland r A fecond eftablifhment would be equally inconvenient to 
a diftiller with a limited capital in either country. 

W hen you recommend adding more work upon the ftills, and decreafin® the duty, 
as the. means of collecting the duty better than at prefent, do you intend any thing 
further by that than to fay, that, by lefieningthe temptation and increafing the difficul- 
ties oi fmugglmg, the revenue would probably be increafed?— I mean to fay that. 

Are not the worts let down from the cooler into the fermenting back in Ireland, at 
an earlier period than they are in England? — The time that the worts are let down into 
the hacks for fermentation depends entirely upon the temperature of the dsy. 

Do they not require a fliovter time to cool to the degree of temperatui'e required ? 
■—The quantity of worts being greater, takes up a coniiderable deal more time, but 
they are let down at a higher heat than they are in England. 

Aire you not obliged, in order to perform the whole procefs within the fix days which 
the law requires, often to let down your liquor into the fermenting back before it is 
fufficiently cool, to tlie great injury of your w'orts ?— Our produce is very frequently 
mjured, to a great extent, from the high heat at which we are obliged to let down our 
worts, in order to facilitate the operation of fermentation. 

Are you not obliged to commence a fpeedy fermentation ?— We are obliged to 
commence a fpeedy fermentation. 

Are you not aware that a fpeedy commencement of vinous fermentation is the moft 
certain way to prevent the worts having- an acid tendency ? — A fpeedy fermentation- 
tends very much to bring on an acid fermentation before the worts are completely 
fermented. 



Mr. Brown. 



Printed image digitised by the University of Southampton Library Digitisation Unit 



I 



104 MINUTES of EVIDENCE: 

. . Is it necelTary m making ftrong wafh, .to ufe a greater proportion of malt than in 

hir, Brovin. weak ;_j t - s not nece flary to ufe a greater proportion of malt in making ftrong wafh 
than weak ; the worts are drawn off from the malh tun at as high a convenient itrength 
as can be procured ; whatever additional ftreugth is required may be made up by the 
lob prepared from barley flour. r , 

What is your pence of coals in # making a gallon of fpirits r — The expence of coals 
will be five pence halfpenny a gallon. . , , 

At what do you eftimate your ex pence of wear and tear, owing to your rapid mode 
of diftillation ? — The wafte of materials in rapid diftillation I eftimate at fix per cent, 
u-vjn the value of the materials, equal to three pence per gallon ; the wear and tear ot 
iiiils, and mens wages for rapid diftillation, I eftimate at one penny per gallon ; 1 beg 
to add that there is an inconvenience ariling to Irifh fpirits going into the Etiglnh 
market, of two pence halfpenny per gallon more tiian tlie Englilh diftiller pays, owing 
to the duty being paid upon the Irifh fpirits by gauge, while the Englilh diftiller is 
allowed to ''lend out his fpirits by weight. t . ... . ., . 

What ftreugth of worts do you refer to in fpeaking of ftrong worts ? w orts that 
would produce from fixteen to nineteen gallons of fpirits from a hundred gallons 

of wafh. . . . . . 

Can you clear your mafh-keive or tun as well if you are required to make a rich 
extra6t with a fmall proportion of malt, as with a larger r Vv e could clear our malh 
keive fufliciently with a fourth or a fifth of malt, io as to procure a wort at the itrength 
required in England or Scotland, the difference being made up with lob, as before 

de Where the worts muft neceffarily be made produce, and the practice of enrich- 
incr them with lob takes place, what is that lob generally made from:' It may be 
made from wheat flour, from barley flour, or from malt flour. 

Which of thofe is it ulually made from ? — From barley or malt flour. 

From which of thofe two chiefly?— It depends entirely upon the choice of the 

Which would you prefer as a diftiller — If I was in England I fhould prefer the 
barley flour, as being the cheapeft. . . . , 

Which would you prefer in Ireland ? — I believe I fhould alfo take the barley there ; 
malt would not produce fo good flour in Ireland. . . 

Do you know which they prefer in England?— I do not know which they make ufeol 

in England. T i- 1 • 1 1 

Would oatmeal anfwer the purpofe better or worfe than either .—I think it would 
anfwer worfe than either, although it may be ufed for the fame purpofe. ..... 

Do you know whether they are in the habit of enriching their worts with lob m 
England?— I have been told fo, but I do not know it. . 

fs it ufual to enrich the worts with lob in Ireland? — We have no occafion for it in 
Ireland, as the worts can be made fufliciently ftrong to produce ten gallons of fpirits 
without the ufe of lob. , . . t . 

Have you ever worked in Ireland with wafh fo ftrong as to produce from fixteen to 
nineteen gallons ? — Never in Ireland; we could not work under the Irifh law with 
worts of that ftrength. 

WILLIAM AITCHISON, ESQ. 

, „ , State to the Committee the quantities of wafh, and of fpirits from that wafh that a 

Mr. Aitchifon. * g cotch diftiller is by law required to produce in twenty-eight working days from ftill- 
v ' / J room of 500 gallons, working for home confumption r--— r l he quantity of wafh "e aie 
required to make bylaw is 550,686 gallons, which, at iG§ gallons from the hundred, 

muft produce 90,865 gallons, one to ten over hydrometer proof. . 

Have you any five hundred gallon ftiils in Scotland for home confumption r None 
that I know of. 

Do you know of any of three hundred ? — No. 

Do you know any of more than one hundred and fifty ?— Not that I know of. 
What is the fize that you do know of? — I know of none but my own ; mine is 110, 
it was 100, encreafed 10 per-cent. ; what others are I do not know. 

Is not your calculation made on the fuppofition of the working of five ftiils ot 100 
gallons each? — Yes. . , 

Is it your opinion, that if you were to work a ftill of 500 gallons you could produce 
that quantity ? — i cannot lay whether I could or not, never having tried it. 
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If you could make that quantity from a ftill of 500 gallons, does it not neceffarily J/r. Aitchifen. 

follow that the 100 gallon ftills are not required by law to make any thing like the v v 

quantity they could produce within the year ?■ — It was formerly thought that we could 
not make the quantity required by law in a ftill above fifty gallons, but from the 
alteration of our furnaces, where we are under no reftraint in point of alteration, I 
now find that I can make my proportions by law from a ftill of the free of 1 1 0 
gallons. 

Have you in faCt, any doubt in your own mind whether you could make the fame 
I quantity from a 500 gallon ftill? — Yes, I have fome doubt; but before making trial, 

I could not politively fay whether I could or could not. 

Does not your general knowledge as a diltiller enable you to anfwer the queftion, 

• even before you have made the trial ? — It does not. 

JOSEPH BEN WELL, Efquire. 

The duty payable onfpirits in Scotland manufactured for home confumption, being Mr. Bemvetl. 

, per gallon 5 s. 1 \d. and the duty payable on Engliih fpirits going to Scotland being V ' 

I per gallon o d. but exclulive of malt duty, do you conceive the fix lhillings thus 

payable upon Engliih fpirits going to Scotland fufficient to countervail the inconve- 
niencies rcfulting to the Scotch diltiller from his fyftern of diftilling, in comparifon with 
the Englilli lyftern of diftilling? — The making a rate or countervailing duty on Engliih 
fpirits imported into Scotland different from the duty paid in that part of the United 
Kingdom on fpirits made for home confumption, took place. I think, in the year 
1 799 ; the difference, if I recoil e6t right, was then one Ihilling per gallon, and agreed 
to on the part of the diftillers of England by way of making up to the Scotch diltiller 
for the Ioffes that he might fuftain by the rapid mode of work, fince which time the 
duty on fpirits in Scotland as well as in England has been advanced 50 per-cent ; the 
malt duty has been advanced more than 200 per-cent. ; the licence duty in Scotland 
has been raifed threefold, from £. 54. to £.162. per gallon on the contents of the 
ftill ; the price of corn has fince that time rifen, I believe, nearly cent, per cent^; 
if the difference of one Ihilling at that time was not more than fufficient to protect 
, the trader of Scotland from having his market fupphed by fpirits manufactured in 

I England, it will follow that the difference of one Ihilling and a halfpenny, which I 

think is the whole exifting difference at prefent, (the malt duties in both parts of the 
United Kingdom being taken into the account) will not be an adequate allowance 
in proportion to that agreed to in the year 1799. 

What would, in your opinion, be an adequate allowance at prefent? — It is impoffible 
for me to itate with any accuracy what would be a fufficient allowance to protect the 
Scotch trader. In the" year 1 790, it was rather admitted as a fum that would effec- 
tually fecure him, than as originating in any minute calculation as to the real Ioffes that 
might be fultained; if one ihilling was not too great an allowance then, double that 
fum wo-id not be at all out of proportion now, under exifting circumitances. 



Veneris , 12 0 die Mail 1809. 

Lord Binning in tlie Chair, 

JOHN JAMESON, Efquire. 

IS the information contained in your printed Statement grounded upon your own Mr. Jamejon. 
experience as a diltiller? — It is. ... . ' 

You mention in your printed Statement, that the reftri&ion with refpect to the time 
for fermentation operates more feverely in Ireland than it \vould do either in England 
or in Scotland, as the corn in Ireland is not only inferior in quality, but a great pro- 
portion of it a6tually damaged, from having been heated or damaged in the fieid ; have 
you had any experience in Scotch barley ? — I have. 

Is the barley in Ireland more frequently injured by bad weather during harveft than 
the Scotch ? — Much more frequently. 

To what part of Scotland do you allude, or do you allude to the whole of Scotland? 

— I allude to the whole of Scotland: 

Do you know what barley they principally make ufe of in Scotland for the purpoie 
of making malt? — I believe that many of the diftillers make ufe of Engliih barley. 

Englifii barley is imported into Scotland by fea ?— It is. 

Is there any thing to prevent Ireland frpm being fuppUsd in the fame way with 
too. Dd Englilli 
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Englifli barley that Scotland is, and making Englilh barley into malt in the fame 
manner that they do in that, country ? — I believe the expence of bringing; it to Ireland 
is greater than that of carrying it to Scotland. 

In what does the additional expence confift - — In freight, I fuppofe, and other 
charges. 

V/hat other charges ? — I do not know' whether the charges on landing it in Ireland 
. are more than in Scotland or not ; I fliould think they are. 

Are not all the expences attendant upon a voyage to Ireland, greater than on the 
coafting trade, as it is carried on to Scotland ? — Certainly. 

You mention that the proportion of fpirits required in Ireland cannot be made 
without the molt rapid diftillation, do you mean that to apply to ftills of all dimen- 
fions? — To ftills of all dimeniions, from 500 gallons and upwards ; I have had no 
.experience of any fmaller ftills. 

Do you apprehend that the necefiity of rapid diltiliation arifes from the limitation 
of time' that is allowed for fermenting? — It does not; it arifes from the quantity of 
fpirits necelfary to be produced. 

Is there no operation produced by the limitation of time as to fermentation, ren- 
dering it more necefiiiry to ufe a rapid lyftem of diltiliation, in order to complete the 
quantity of fpirits required? — The fame rapid mode of diltiliation would be necelfary 
were there no reftriction on the fermentation. 

Is it not underftood that a greater quantity of fpirits could be extracted from the 
fame -quantity of grain by flow diltiliation than by quick? — There is a certain wafte 
in rapid diltiliation. 

Is the rapid diltiliation which you take notice of necelfary in confequence of the 
number of charges that bv law vou are required to make in the courl'e of twenty-eight 
days? — It is. 

In what time is one charge of a ftill of 500 gallons ufually completed? — That de- 
pends greatly upon the quantity of walh put into the ftill; I fuppofe about twenty or 
twenty-five minutes. 

Do you mean the charging, or the charging and working off ?— The charging and 
working oil'. 

How many charges are requifite by law in the courfe of twenty-eight days ? — The 
charges by law are quite different from the charges I have mentioned. Ninety-fix 
. charges by law is the calculation from which the quantity of fpirits required to be pro- 
duced in a 500 gallon ftill is made up ; the ninety-fix charges regard the fpirits pro- 
duced from the low wines or finglings, each charge of the Itiil fuppofed to be leven- 
eighths full ; it is merely a rule for making up the proportion of fpirits required 
within the month, and not a rule by which the diltiller is bound to work. 

Is it of the fermentation or the diftillation that you fpeak, in what you fay of the 
rapid mode of working required in Ireland? — When 1 lpeak of the rapid mode of 
working the ftill, I allude to diftillation. 

Do you mean to fay that you can, by rapid diftillation, produce more fpirit than by 
flow, from a given quantity of grain? — No, I did not mean to fay io. ' 

Then what is the reafon for your diftilling in i’o rapid a.manner as you reprefent? — • 
To make the proportion of fpirits required try the law. 

How do you reconcile your anfwers to the two laft queftions * — Rapid diftillation 
will not give a greater proportion of fpirits from grain, though it requires rapid dif- 
tillation to produce the quantity required by law ; rapid diftillation requires a propor- 
tion of corn equally great with the proportion of fpirits produced, but the fame or 
a greater proportion of lpirits, could be produced from the lame corn by flow dif- 
tillation. 

You mention in your printed Statement, that it is well known that almoft all the 
diftillers in Scotland can produce feventeen and a half gallons of lpirits from one 
hundred gallons of walh, and that many have done it ; upon what do you ground 
-that aflertion? — I was in Scotland laft fiunmer, and knew that it was done. 

Where was it done? — In feveral diftilleries in Scotland. 

Were you told it by the diftillers themlelves, or was it from the information of 
other perfons ? — I was told it by the diftillers themfelves. 

Had you their permiffion to mention this circumftance, or was it merely com- 
municated to you in a lecret and confidential manner? — It was given to me as no 
- fecret. 

Then ftatethe names of thole diftillers who mentioned that circumftance to you ? — • 
Mr. John Dewar, of the houfe of Bald and Company of Alloa, and Mr. Andrew 
: Stein, fon of John Stein, of Kennett Pans. 

Did 
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Did they fpeak of their own practice? — They did. 

ft ^ tha t “ to their praaice, how came you v 

to tee that many ot he dift, Hers of Scotland adually produce l 7 | gallons ?-fhe 
law of Scotland is inch that every diftiller almeft knows what the other is doinv; and 
I was informed, that before the weather got l'o very warm, many of them had pro- 
duced 17! gallons of fpirits. 1 

Did Meflrs. Dewar and Stein therefore fpeak of the praaice of other perfons as 
well as ot their own practice P—fhey did ,- and it feemed no fecret, as every excife- 
man, I believe, knew it. J 

Upon what do you found that belief?— Upon what I underttood. 
rrom whom.' I cannot fay exactly, but general converfation. 

Mas it merely from general report or converfation with the excife officers? x \ w- 

nerai converfation upon the bufmels. ’ e 

With the excife officers? — No. 

Then it was from general report? — It was. 

y°£ w f e left completely at liberty, would you prefer the fyftem of diftillino- pra6 . 
tifed in England, m Ireland, or in Scotland, for home confumption ? — So far as I am 
able to judge, I prefer the pra&ice of England. 

Which of the two would you prefer, the fyftem of Ireland or the fyftem of Scotland 
for home confumption ?— I would prefer the fyftem of Ireland, with a fmail alteration 
in the law. 



Mr. JameJon. 



Wili you mention what alteration in the law?— The reftri&ion as to fermentation. 

Are you well acquainted with the mode of working in Scotland for exportation to 
England ? — I am. 

Do you conceive the. Scotch export regulations to be iuch as to fecure the revenue 
or do you apprehend that fraud is praaifed ?— From what I could learn w hen in Scot- 
land, I was convinced that no part of the fpirits made there for the Engliih market 
did or could go into confumption in Scotland, I therefore conceive the revenue com- 
pletely fecured. I found this was alfo the opinion of the Scotch diftillers workin" for 
the home market, who would be naturally jealous of fuch interference. 

Do you fee any objection to the diftillers in England working for exportation to 
Scotland according to the laws and regulations followed in Scotland, for home con- 
fumption ? I fee no further objection than obliging the diftiller to be at the expence 
of erecting and maintaining a feparate eftablilhment. 

Would the revenue be fecured by that means?— I think it would. 

Do you fee any objection to the diftillers in Scotland working for exportation to Ire- 
land according to the regulations of Ireland, if an adequate proportion of work 
were put upon the ftillsr — -No further than the fame objection applying to that as to 



W oiild a greater proportion of work than what is now requifite in Ireland be requi- 
re with refpeCt to fpirits made in Scotland for exportation to Ireland, working accord- 
ing to the regulations of Ireland ? — I think about one-fifth part more work would be 
requifite, and I conceive the fame proportion ought to h» increafed in Ireland. 

Do you fee any objection to a diftiller in Ireland working for exportation to Scot- 
land according to the laws and regulations of Scotland, for home confumption, having 
a due proportion of work put upon the ftill ? — I think it would be hazardous to 
the revenue to allow fpirits to be made in Ireland, even for exportation, under any 
other regulations than at prelent exift with regard to home confumption in Ireland. 

In what retpeCts do you think the revenue would liiffer ? — I do not conceive Ire- 
land to be in that ftate of forwardnefs that either England or Scotland is, and there- 
fore I do not conceive the laws for the protection of the revenue would be lo well 
epforced. 

Would not thofe laws be equally well enforced as the laws now are in Ireland ? — I 
do not think they would, becaufe when as much work is laid upon the ftill as it is 
able to perform, the law fecures the revenue, and lefs depends upon the vigilance of 
the officer of excife. 



Do you fee any objection to a diftiller in Ireland working for exportation to England, 
according to the practice of Scotland when working for England ? — I can fee lionc, 
except what I have already mentioned as to England and Scotland, if the fpirits 
raade for the Englifh market can be completely prevented from going into confump- 
-tion privately in the Irifti market. 

Would not that be the cafe if they worked in Ireland under a feparate entry, 

and 
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,%Tr. and in a feparate honfe, as they do in Scotland for exportation to England ?-I am 

/ doubtful whether the law would be fo well enforced m Ireland. „ f 

Why do you conceive it would not be fo well enforced in Ireland . Becaufe the 
prefent difiillery laws in Ireland have never been adequate to the fecunty of the re- 
venue until a proportion of work was impoled on the full equal to "lmt it could 

^Tbc fvftem in Ireland therefore to which you allude in your printed Statement, 
aeolics merely to the proportion of work put upon the (tills, and has no reference to 
the execution of the law there by the revenue officers r—1 would always depend 
more upon tire law than the officers of excite for the payment of the revenue. 

Do not the officers of excite put that law into execution r—1 he law formerly "as 
not put in execution; but the diftiller being obliged to pay for the quantity of fpmt 
the law requires, whether he makes them or not, fecures the revenue. 

If Ireland Ihould work for exportation to England, in the fame manner as bcot- 
land works for exportation to England, .would not the difadvantage of is. bid. per 
gallon, felted in your printed Statement, which Ireland at prefent labours under on 
fpirits exported to England be at an end ?— It would be at an end to the extent 

° f Ravine dated the difadvantage to Ireland in her exports to Scotland at 3y. 1 ^., 
if you were to work for exportation to Scotland exa81y as the dilute in Scot- 
land for home confumption works, would you be relieved from the difadvantage 
with refpedt to fpirits exported to Scotland ?— '1 0 the amount oi the difadvantages 
to Ireland from internal regulations, being about u. 3 id. . 

Do vou lee any objeaion to the regulation of the ftrength of fpirits in Ireland by 
the hydrometer? — I think it a defirable thing in Ireland to put the diftiller as much 
as poffible out of the power of the officer ; and fuch a regulation would have a con- 

*' think the revenue better or worfe fccured by large ftills or by (mall ones ( 

-r— There is no doubt that the revenue is much better fecured m large Kills than m 

1U You fav that you think it a defirable thing to put the diftillers in Ireland out of 
the power of the officers ; defirable to whom ? — Both to the diftillers and the 

When you fpeak of Ireland not being fo forward as England, do you mean to con- 
fine that merely to the operation of the revenue laws, or to what other points do you 
mean to extend it ? — The revenue laws in Scotland have gradually advanced to greater 
purity in the adminiftration of them ; I conceive the fame advancement to be now 
,roin<* on m Ireland, though not lb forward. 

° What induces you to think that the ftills in Scotland can perform one-third more 
work than the law now impofes upon them ? — 1 was myfelf a diftiller in Scotland 
about fix years ago, and could have performed onc-third more work than the law 

1UI Oif what account do you affirm that the Irifh diftillers are ferewed up nearly to the 
utmoft pitch of their power ?— Becaufe nearly as much work is laid upon the it, 11 as 

can be performed. “ . , , - . _ . e 

How many times are the ftills in Scotland calculated to work oft m twenty-four 
hours ? — I do not recoiled. , . 

Have you never heard that the duty is calculated upon their being w orked oft lbo 
times in 24 hours?— I do not underitand that that is the principle upon which the 

calculation is made. . , 

Do you underhand that in point of fad they work as often, or oftener, than that 
number of .times? — I fuppofe it may be about that’ it will depend upon the lize of 

Do you mean to affert that they can be worked off one-third oftener than that 
number?— I mean that they can make about one-third more fpirits within the 

month. . , , . , 

One-third more than what?— Than is required by the law. 

How long is it fince you were a diftiller in Scotland-” — Between five and fix 

y< Are you able to Iky how often within the twenty-four hours you at that time 
thought it was neceffary to w ork off your own flail?— It was worked from five to 
eight minutes each charge of the ftill. , . , 

IIow often is it neceffary to work off the ftill in Ireland, in order to produce the 
quantity required by the law.?— That depends upon the fell very much. 
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According to the conftrufition of the Irifh ftills ? — A ftill of 1 500 gallons takes M r . y amejon. 

about three quarters of an hour to run a charge of wafh, but to run a charge of low , ^ 

wines or Anglings requires about an hour and a half, according to the charge the ftill 
will work with. 

What is the time required to work off a ftill of 500 gallons ? — It takes proportion- 
ally lei's time ; I cannot cxaftly fay. 

By “ proportionably,” do you mean that it can be done in one-third of the time 
which a ltill of 1,500 gallons requires ? — It depends very much upon the ltill, and the 
charge f]ie takes in. 

Is not the form of the Iriih ftill regulated by law ? — It is. 

Is there not a general proportion of tiie contents of the ftill, which is fuppofed to be 
its proper charge ? — A fmall ftill can do a greater proportion of work according to its 
fize than a larger one. 

Will you ftate what proportion of the contents of the ftill is the ufual charge of a 
500 gallon ftill ? — About one-third, I believe. 

What time does it take to work off a 500 gallon ftill charged with about one-third ? 

— I luppofe about twenty minutes. 

What is the ufual quantity of the charge of a 1,500 gallon ftill ? — It is generally 
lets than one-third ; it depends very much upon the ftill ; one ftill will take in a 
larger charge than another. 

Do you mean one ftill of the fame materials, the fame dimenfions and ftiape, and 
the fame thicknefs ? — I do. 

Do you apprehend that the difference of the charge between two ftills, fuch as de- 
feribed, is material?— I have known a difference of nearly 200 gallons. 

Do you then underftand that between two ftills of 1,500 gallons, which are generally 
charged with about one -third of their contents, there is likely to be a difference of. 2 00 
gallons, as to the quantity which they would conveniently work off? — It ibmetimes 
happens. 

Do you know upon what that difference depends ? — I do not 

Does it depend upon the conftru&ion of the furnace ?— It may in feme meafure, but 
I have known it to happen upon the fame furnace. 

Do you 4 cnow wliether the Scotch licence ceafes whenever the quantity of fpirits 
computed at i6f per cent, from the wafh, appears to extend to 2,025 gallons per 
gallon of the content of the ftill? — It does. 

Would the diftiller be allowed to work a greater quantity, if he completed that 
amount before the expiration of his licence ? — I believe not. 

Then what advantage do you conceive the Scotch diftiller to derive from being able 
to work off one-tliird more fpirits within the time than he is required to produce, fup- 
pofing the fact to be fo, if lie is not allowed to make a greater quantity ? — It is an ad- 
vantage to have time to make the quantity required by law. 

By what part of the Irifh regulations are the Iriih diftillers now ferewed up nearly to 
the utmoft pitch of what they can perform?— The regulations impofing the number of 
doublings. 

Do you mean then that the Irifh diftiller is incapable of performing a greater 
number of doublings in ftills of any fize, than are at prelent required by law?— I have 
already ftated that he could perform about one-fifth part more, according to the pro- 
portion laid upon ftills, from 500 gallons upwards. 
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3. — - D° - of Spirits imported into Ireland from Scotland, fince 10th June 1808 to 5th 
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5. — Another Account (Excife) - -- -- -- -- ibid. 
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11. — Another Account (Excife, England) - - - - - - - p. 114 

12. — Countervailing Duties and Drawbacks refpecting Spirits imported and exported 

between England and Ireland, &c. ------- ibid. 

13. — -Account of Spirits exported from Scotland to Ireland - - - - p. 115 

14. — Rate of Malt Duty payable in Scotland - - - - - - - p. 116 
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23. — Another Account (Excife, England) ------- ibid. 

24. — Account of Spirits diftilled in Scotland exported to England (Excife, Scotland) p. 119 

25. — Another Account (Excife, England) ------- ibid. 

26. — Account of Incumbrance of Malt and Spirit Duties in Scotland - - ibid. 
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28. D° - of entered Difiillers in Scotland working for Exportation to England p. 122 

29. — Number of Barrels of Malt uponjwhich Duty was paid in Ireland, in 1S07 & 1808 ibid. 

30. — Number of Gallons of Spirits made by legal Stills in Ireland, in 1807 & 1808 - ibid. 

31. — Number of Barrels of Malt ufed in the Breweries in Ireland, in 1807 & 1808 - ibid. 

32. — Number of Gallons of Spirits made in and exported from England to Ireland, from 

the Union to the prefent time - - - - - - - -p. 123 

33. — The Contents of the feveral licenfed Stills ufed in England - - - - ibid. 

34. — Number of Quarters of Malt on which Duty was paid in England, in 1 807 & 1808 p. 124 

35. — D® - --D®--- - ufed in the Brewery of England, in 1807 & 1898 ibid. 

36'. — Number of Gallons of Spirits made by Stills in England, in 1807 & 1808 - ibid. 
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APPENDIX of ACCOUNTS. 



N* 1.— An Account ot the Rate of MALT DUTY payable in England. 



i 


Made in England, 


Brought from Scotland, 


Brought from Scotland, 




per Buthel. 


with Certificate, 
per Buthel. 


without Certificate, 
per Buthel. 


Annual, commenced 24th June - - 


£■ d. 


£■ *• d. 


£■ *. d. 


Ditto, commenced 26th March - - 


9i 


4|i» 




43 Geo. 3. ch. 69 . 


9| 


43 Geo. 3. ch. 81. - - - - - . 


- 2 _* 


- - - 


— — 8 


£■ 


— 4 4 


7| T5 


“ 1 Ilf 


16th March 1809. j 

' - 




J . Kemp, 

Accomp* Gen*. 



N'S— An Account of the Number of Gallons of SPIRITS made in England, betwee 
June 1808 and 5th January 1809; diHinguilhing CORN from SUGAR Spirits. 



Between 10th June 1808 and 5th January 1809 



Excife-Office, London, 7 
16th March 1809, j 

N. B. The Duties being charged on each Gallon A 
of Wafh, the above are the computed Quantities off 
Spirits from the Proportions the Number of Gallons f 
of Wadi bear to thofe of Spirits refpedtively. J 



Gallons of 
Corn Spirits. 



Gallons of 
Sugar Spirits. 



240,697 930,333 



J. Pur die, Gen 1 Acco*. 






N" 3.— An Account of the Quantity of SPIRITS. diHinguilhing whether from Com or 9„„ar 
which have been imported into Ireland from Scotland fince 10th June 1808 to 5th January iSOQ, 
together with the Duties payable thereon, and how much thereof has been paid, and how much 
remains due ; and alfo, what Quantity remained in His Majehv’s Stores on faid 5th January 1800 ; 
fpecilying the Ports to and from which fuch Imports have been made. J 



CORN SPIRITS IMPORTED FROM SCOTLAND. 



Ports 
into which 
Imported. 


Ports 

whence 

Imported. 


Quantity 

Imported. 


Duty 

payable. 


Duly paid. 


Amount of 
Duty 

remaining due. 


Quantity 

remaining 


Belfaft - | 


Glafgow - 


Gallons. 

2,502 


£■ s- d. 
767 17 3 


£. s. d. 

1 767 17 3; 


£■ t. d. 


Gallons. 


Kirkaldy - 


7,3 SI i 


2,265 12 7 


2,2 65 12 7 


... 




Newry - - 1 


Greenock - 


4,293 


1,317 16 6 


1,31 7 16 6 


- - _ 




Greenock - , 


26,924 


S,264 12 S 


8,264 12 8 






Dublin - 


Glafgow - 


23,285 


7,147 8 7 


7,147 8 7 






Greenock - 
1 Alloa - - 


1 14,272 
50,284 


32,926 13 4 
15,434 17 — 


32,401 9 7 
15,436 


525 3 9 


ment. 




Total - 


22S, 941 


68,124 17 11 


67,600 17 2 


525 3 9 


- 



No Sugar Spirits Imported into Ireland. 



Cuhom-IIoufe, Dublin, 7 
15 th March IS09. | 



II. B. Ilautenville, 

For the Infpeclor Gen 1 

of Imports & Exports. 
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• 4. —An Account of the Quantity of SPIRITS, diftuigcuihmg whether from Corn or Sugar, 
which have been Exported from Ireland into Scotland fmce 10th June 1S08 to 5th January 1809, 
together with the Duties payable thereon; and how much thereof have been paid, and how 
much remained in His Majefty’s Stores on faid 5th January 1809; fpecifying the Port to and 
from which i'uch Export has beeu made. 

. . — . None. 

H. B. Hautenville, 

For the Infpeftor Gen 1 
of Imports and Exports. 



Cuftom-Houfe, Dublin, 
lotli March I8O9. 



• 5.— An Account of the Quantity of SPIRITS, di 
which have been exported from Ireland to Scotland 
together with the Duties payable thereon, and how nc 
remains due; and alfo, what Quantity remained in His 
fpecifying the Ports to and from which fiich Export hi 

So far as relates to the Department of the Comn 

Excife-Office, Edinburgh, \ 

29th March 1 8O9. i 
T. Wharton. 

Fred. Fothringham. 

R. Graham. 



Quantity 



Quantity 

Imported. 



PORTS 
whence Imported. 



remaining 



PORTS 

into which Imported. 



Gallons, 
annot be certi- 
jd in this De- 
triment, but will 
i returned by 
ie Storekeepers. 



Gallons. 



I Liverpool 



[London 



Dublin 



No Sugar Spirits Imported into 



H. B Hautervcille, 

For the Inlpeflor Gen* 

of Imports and Exports. 



Cuftom-Houfe, Dublin, 
15tb March 1809- 



N° 7. — An Account of the Quantity of SPIRITS, diftinguifliing whether M 

have been Exported from Ireland into England fince 10th June 1508to 5th January IS 
nether with the D.itie. payable thereon, and how much thereof have been paid, and how m 
mained in His Majefty's Stores on laid 5th January 1809; fpecifying the Port to ant 
which fuch Export has been made. 

' j CORN SPIRITS EXPORTED TO ENGLAND. 



PORTS 
Exported from. 



in II is Majefty’s 
5th Jan y 1809. 



Duty payable 
thereon. 



Gallons. 

796 

2,548 

6,284 

3,639 

12,656 



Cork (for Ships ufe) 
Drogheda - - - 

Dublin - - - * 

- 

Total - - 



No Exportation of Sugar Spirits. 



II, B. Hautenville, 

For the Infpe&or General 

of Imports and Exports. 



Cuftom-Houfe, Dublin, 
lolh March 1S09. 



Duty payable. 


Duty paid. 


Amount of 
Duty 


£• *• <*• 
2,640 8 2 


£■ *■ A 

2,640 8 2 


£. *. d. 


734 13 8 


734 13 8 


- . . 


3,375 1 10 


3,375 1 10 





Liverpool. 


London. 


Gallons. 


Gallons. 


2,548 


6,234 


3,639 

12,656 




18,843 


6,234 
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*1$ 

*«* **» C„ rn or Sugar. 

together with the Duties payable thereon, and ho^mlch there! f have 1 8 ° 8 * ‘A* 1 Ja ! ,1 , iar >' ,S0 - 9 *' 
remains due; and alio what Quantity remained in Iiis - o P, ’ an<i how much 

Specifying the Ports to and from which fuel. Export has bie^rnad^^ 8 °“ *** ^ Januar -P W 



Quant 


ty of 


Duties 


^Scotch Splri 


Imported 


payable 


into England. 


thereon. 


Corn. 


Sugar. 


£■ '■ i- 


Gallons. 






35f),037* 


) C 


132.772 6 4j 


1 20,3565 
682 


aN-o„e.j 


4-1,582 18 10^ 
254 6 7 


121 


) I 


45 2 5f 


4-7,197 


- 


177,954 14 3| | 



The whole of the 
Duties were paid at 



What Quantify 

remained iu 
His Mijeliy's Slores 
on laid 

5lh January ’180?. 



Ports to and from 
which fuel) Export 
lias been made. 






f Alloa to London. 

1 Leith to London. 

» Leith to Berwick. 

L (Leith to Newcatlle. 



Since 10th June 1808 to 3th January 180.9. 



Excife-Office, London, ] 
27lh March ISOf). j 



J. Purdue, 

Gen 1 AccoL 



^ r ™'» c »» » s„ g „, 

together Wlih the Duties payable thereon ami how m ’hr? ° td du,la 1SOf) to nth January i :/ay 
remains due; and alio, ft* 1 """ **. ” d *4 »»ch 

fpecfying the Ports to and from which fuclxEspart lias uSS£"“ 5 “ , J ““ uar )' 1W9. 



So far as relates to tile Department of the CommillioMr, of Escifc in Scotland. 



From 10th June 
1808 to 

5th January 1809. 




From what Port. 


To what Port. 


Gallons of Spirits one to ten 
over Hydrometer Proof, 
Extracted from Corn, 


Gallons'of Spirits one to ten 
over Hydrometer Proof, 
Extracted from Sugar. 


Leith - - - 


London - _ , 


122,850 


“ 


D° - - . . 


Gateshead - - 


125 




E° - - - . 


North Shields 


3 28 




D° - - - . 


Carlifle - - - 


121 




D° - - - . 


Berwick - - 


— 


Alloa - - - 


London - - 


419.925 


— 




Total - - 


544,011 


- 



Excife Office, Edinburgh,^ 



29th March 1809. C 



T, Wharton, 

Fred. Fotnringlatn. 

F, Graham. 



John Wood, Accomptant. 

James Bruce, Accomp* General. 
it. Wharton Duff, Comp r . 



ipeci lying the Ports to and from whiS^M L* ^ ^ 



So far as relates to the Department of the Commiffioners of Excife in Scotland - - 



Excife-Office, Edinburgh, 
2£)th March I8O9. 



T. Wharton. 

Fred. Fotkringham. 
F. Graham. 



John Wood, Accomptant. 

James Bruce, Accomp* General. 
F. Wharton Duff, Compt. 
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, . 4 Appendix of Accounts ,o the Minutes of Evidence from the 

*1 ,,,-Au heC of- Quantity S SW-E 

; hi ,h have been Imported .mo Scotland ‘j™ '"dLw much thereof have been paid, and how 

lk, 9 . .setter «i.l. to H» M.jei,'. Slo*. - tadMhJ.*,-* 

N . B . The above Account reietin, toUnfo^Unn fro^tiand cannot hereout at *-<>«- 



Exeife -Office, London,' 
14 April 1 S 09 . - . 



J. Kemp, 

Accomp* Gen!. 



N . ,0 An Account of the Countervailing DUTIES a “ d “^Sd^uSdand a'nd -Ireland. 

SPIRITS Imported and Exported between England and lrelano, 





From Corn. 


From Sugar. 




Not exceeding 1 to 10 over 
Hydrometer Proof, 
and in proportion for any 
higher Degree of Strength, 
per Gallon. 


Not exceeding 1 to 10 over 
Hydrometer Proof, 
and in proportion for any 
higher Degree of Strength, 
per Gallon. 




£■ s . d. 


£■ * d - 


48 Geo. III. ch. 152 - - 


— S 2. 


— 8 5 

. • a . . j. i„tn Croat 



Brliffr^X^etoeiyt fufpe 'dedTaftheV June 1809. 



DRAWBACK S.— Great Britain into Ireland. 





From Corn. 


From Sugar, 




1 to 10 over 
Hydrometer Proof, 
and iu proportion for any 
higher Degree of Strength, 
per Gallon. 


1 to 10 over 
Hydrometer Proof, 
and in proportion for any 
higher Degree of Strength, 
° per Gallon. 




£■ '• d. 


£■ *■ d- 


48 Geo. III. ch. 152 - - 


— 8 2| 


— 8 5 



J. Kemp, 

:Excife-Office, London,? Accomp* Gen . 

27 tli March 1809- J 
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K' IS. (IRELAND.) — An Account of the Incumbrance of Malt and Spirit Duties on each Gallon 
of SPIRITS made in Ireland ; diftinguilhing whether made from Corn or Sugar. 



Corn Spirits. 


Sugar Spirits. 


Incumbrance 
with refpe£t to 
Malt Duty. 


Direft Duty 
Spirits. 


Total 

Incumbrance , 
per Gallon. 


Incumbrance 
with refpett to 
Sugar Duty. 


j Direct Duty 


Total 

Incumbrance 
per Gallon.' 


Is. 8 d. Britifli. 


4s. Britifh. 


5s. 8 d. Britifli. 

1 


2 s. 5-| d. Britifli. 


5s. Hid. Britilh. 


8s. 5d. Britifli. 



See 48 Geo. III. chap. 78. fee. 1. & 3. 

Sam. Hood, 

A (lift* Exam 1 Excife. — March 29th 1809. 



N° 19. IRELAND. — An Account of the Number of Gallons of SPIRITS made in Ireland, between 
the 10th June 1808 and the 5th January 1809. diltinguifliiiig Com from Sugar Spirits. 





Gallons. 


Sugar D°- - 


624,790 



Sam. Hood, Aflift' Exam' Excife. 



N # 20. — An Account of the Incumbrance of MALT and SPIRIT DUTIES dn each Gallon of 
Spirits made in England, diftinguilhing whether made from Corn or Sugar. 




43 Geo, III. ch. 69 



- - ch, 81 - 



The Quantity of Malt ufed by Diflillers in the making 
of a given Quautity of raw Spirit is fubjed to much 
Variation, and cannot be afeertained with any degree 
precifion ; but from a Calculation made accord- 
ingly, from the belt Information the furveying Officers 
can obtain of the Proportion of Malt fo ufed, 

The Duty from tire Malt is - 
D* - from the Waili 



Maidftone Geneva is wholly made from Malt; theneareft 
Calculation is, 



The Duty from the Malt - 
D* - - from the Walh - 






7 9k t’.W 



5 4^ 



N. B. The duty of 5s. 11 £d. is on Spirit of the Strength of l in 6 
under Hydrometer Proof. The Duty at.the Strength of 1 to 10 over 
Hydrometer Proof, the Strength of Corn Spirits would be Js 92 tf 




48 Geo. III. ch. 152 - 



From the Cuftom Duty on Sugar, calculating on the 
Proportion ftated in the Ad, of l cwt. for 54 Gal- 
lons of Walh, 



The Duty from the Sugar is - 
D° - - from the Walh - - 



Excife-Office, London, 7 
20th April I8O9. l 
1 99. 



£. *. d. 



2 4£ 2 «. 
~ 5 11^*4 



Gg 



J. Kemp, 

Accomp* Gen 1 . 



inted image digitised by the University of Southampton Library Digitisation Unit 



1 1 8 Appendix of Accounts to the Minutes of Evidence from the 

v ,„, Account of the Quantity of SPIRITS, diftinguilhittg whether from Corn or Sugar, 

lmnorted into Scotland from Ireland in the 10th June ISOS to the 5th January 1809 1 together 
with the Drawbacks claimed thereon, end how much thereof have been paid, fpecifyiug the 
feveral Pons to and from which fuch Import has been made. 



So far as relates to the Department of the Commiifioners of Excife in Scotland 



Nil. 



Excife-Office, Edinburgh. 
29th March 1809- 



F. Wharton. 

Fred: Fothringham. 
li. Graham. 



John Wood, Accomptant., 

James Bruce, Accomp* General. 
R. ]V kart on Duff, Comp*. 



. 6 — 



N. oo —Air Account of the Rate of Duty charged on SPIRITS upon their going from Scotland 
into England, and from England into Scotland. 

So far as relates to the Department of theCommiffionereof Excite in Scotland. 

Bvflat 43 Geo. Ill cap. 69, 4.V.-43 Geo. III. cap. SI . C For every gallon .Englilh 
\vine meafure, of Spirits of a llreugth not exceeding that m 1 to 
oroof and fo in proportion for any hi her degree ot liiength made 01 diltni d 1 
Ingland, and brought from thence into Scotland, to be paid by the Importer thereof 
before the landing thereof 

as Geo III can 152. tliefe Duties are fufpended for or daring any period of time in which 
b, m und^the authorR^of auv Art of Parliament j»ffed or to be paired the D,«, Hutton ul Spmts 
from Com in Great Brilain mall be prohibited ; and intend ot them, the following Dunes are directed 
to be levied ; viz. 

For ever, gallon, Englilh wine meafure, orSpirit, of a (trelrgtti not exceeding that of I to 
In over hydrometer proof, and fo in proportion for any higher degree o nreng.k, made 
or SK Corn or Grain in England, and imported or brought from thence 
into Scotland, to be paid by the Importer thereof before the landing thereot £ 

For every oallon, Englilh wine meafure, of Spirits of the drength not exceeding that of 
1 to 10 over hydrometer proof, and fo in proportion for any higher degree ot itrength, 
made or ditlilled in England from Sugar, and 'imported or brought from thence into 
Scotland, to be paid by the Importer thereof belorethe landing thereof - 

N B Bv ftat.45 Geo. III. cap. 100. Diftillers in Scotland for exportation to England (hall pro- 
duce' at leaft 18 calicos of Spirits, at the ftrength of 1 to 10 over hydrometer proof lor every 100 
gallons of Wort or Wafli ; if a deficiency, Duty is to be charged at the rate of 20*. for every gallon 
Such Splits fo deficient. This Duty U fufpended by fiat. 48 Geo. ill. cap. 152. during the prohi- 
b t on ofDiftillation from Corn, and inftead thereof Inch Datallers are made chargeable with a 
duiy of 10* tor every gallon of Spirits of the ftrength of L to 10 over hydrometer proof, deficient of 
the proportion of 21 j gallons of inch Spirits for every 100 gallons of Wort or W alh from Sugar. 
Excife-Office, Edinburgh, ‘ *’*" iccnmniunt. 

29th March 1809. 



T. Wharton. 

Fred. Fothringham. 
R. Graham. 



John Wood, Accomptant. 

James Bruce, Accomp* General. 
R. Wharton Duff', Comp*. 



N» 23.— An Account of the Rate of Duty charged on SPIRITS upon their going from 
Scotland into England, add from England into Scotland. 



Imported or brought from Scotland into England. 





From Corn. 


From Sugar. 


Not exceeding 
1 10 10 over 
Hydrometer Proof, 
per gallon. 


Greater Strength 
than 1 to 10 over || 
Hydrometer Proof, 
per gallon. 


Not exceeding 
1 to 10 over 
Hydrometer Proof, 
per gallon. 


Greater Strength 
than 1 to 10 over 
Hydrometer Proof, 
per gallon. 




£■ *■ d - 


£■ ■■ <■ 


£■ s. d. 


£■ d. 


Per 4S Geo. III. ch. 152. fccl.4. 


0 7 H 


0 7 5f j 


0 5 ll£ 


0 5 11| 






and a further | 




and a further 






Duty in proportion. 




Duty in proportion. 
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From Corn. 




From Sugar. 


Not exceeding 
i to 10 over 
Hydrometer Proof, 
per gallon. 




Not exceeding 
1 to 10 over 
Hydrometer Proof, 
per gallon. 


£■ •- d - 
060 




£• '• d. 
0 4 3 



Committee upon Drawbacks and Duties on Spirits. 



Excife Office, London, 7 
24th March I8O9. J 



J. Kemp, 

Accomp 1 Gen 1 . 



N* 23. — continued. — Imported, or brought from England into Scotland. 



N° 24.— An. Account of the Quantity of SPIRITS diftilled in Scotland, and exported to Eng- 
land ; and the Quantity of Scotch SPIRITS exported from England to Ireland; between lOch 
June 1808 and 5th January I8O9. 



So far as relates to the Department of the Commiffioners of Excife in Scotland. 





Gallons 1 to 10 over 
Hydrometer Proof. 


Spirits diftilled in Scotland, and exported to England, between 10th June 1808 7 
and 5th January 1809 - - - * " ' - " " *J | 


544,011 



Excife-Office, Edinburgh, 7 John U ood, Accomptant. 

29th March ISO9. C James Bruce, Acromp' General. 

T. Wharton. It. Wharton Duff', Compt. 

Fred. Fothringham. 

It. Graham. 



N° 25. An Account of the Quantity of SPIRITS diftilled in Scotland, and exported to Eng- 

land ; and the Quantity of Scotch SPIRITS exported from England to Ireland; between 10th 
June 1808 and 5th January 1S09. 





Quantity 


Quantity 




of Scotch Spirits 


of Scotch Spirits 




imported into 


exported Irom 




England. 


England to Ireland. 




Gallons. 




Between 10th June 1S08 and 5th January 1S09 - - - - 


477,197 


N ne. 



Excife-Office, London, 7 J • Kemp, 

24th March IS09. j . Accomp‘ Gen 1 . 

N. B. This Account is taker, from the quantity imported 7 
into England ; this Board having no direct knowledge ox what > 
is exported from Scotland. ) 



An Account of the Incumbrance of MALT and SPIRIT DUTIES on each Gallon of 
Spirits made in Scotland; diltinguifluug the Duties in the Highlands and Lowlands, aud whether 
made from Corn or Sugar. 



Amount of the Duty on a gallon of Lowland Spirits for home confumption, from grain, at the > 
ftreugth of 1 to 10 over hydrometer proof, calculated according to the rales, proportions and re- 
Itnctions of the Adi 4(i Geo. III. c. 102. - 

Licence 
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Appendix of Accounts to the Minutes of Evidence from the 



Licence duty £.162. per gallon of ft ill's content, for which 2,025 gallons of Spirits are 

allowed, inde for each gallon of Spirits ------- £. i y's 

Walh Duty, 5 d. per gallon of Walh, l6§ gallons of Spirits to be charged for each 

100 gallons of Wafli, inde for each gallon of Spirits - - - - - 2 6 

Spirit Duty per gallon, not exceeding the above proportions - - - - _ 1 



Total per gallon of Spirits 1 to 10 over hydrometer proof, where the above propor- 
tional quantities from Hill and waft are produced - - - - - £. — 5 jl 

But as thefe proportions could not be uniformly adhered to, the Duty adlually charged on each 
gallon of Spirits 1 to 10 over hydrometer proof, produced in the Lowlands of Scotland for home 
confumption, from grain, from 10th November IS 07 to the prohibition of the Diftillery from grain 
by flat. 48 Geo. III. cap. 118, was 5s. 2 yd. 

The quantity of Malt ufed by the Diftillers in the Lowlands of Scotland for home confumption 
from grain, from lit Odbober 1806 to 1ft October 1807, extends, according to the books kept in the 
office, to 52,165 quarters, or 417,320 bulhels; the Duty on which, at 3s. 8|r/.per bufhcl, amounts to 
£.76,726. Os. 5d. As the quantity of Spirits diftilled in the Lowlands of Scotland for home con- 
fumption, from grain, during that period, was 2,858,04-15 gallons, this gives 6%d. nearly of Malt Duty 
per gallon of Spirits. It is to be obferved, that one Diftiller in the Lowlands ufed Malt alone 
in his Diftillery, ofcourfe he paid about Is. more of Malt Duty per gallon of Spirits than the other 
Diftillers. 

Amount of the Duty on a gallon of Highland. Spirits from grain, at the ftrength of 1 to 10 
ever hydrometer proof, calculated according to the rates, proportions, and reftridionsof the Aft, 
46 Geo. III. cap. 102. 

Licence Duty £.10. per gallon of full's content, for which 75 gallons of Spirits are 



allowed, inde for each gallon of fpirits - - - - - - - - £, 28 

Walh Duty 1 \d. per gallon of waft), 10 gallons of Spirits to be charged for each 100 

gallons of walh, inde for each gallon of Spirits - -- -- - _ 1 3 

Spirit Duty per gallon, not exceeding the above proportions - - - Q 



Total per gallon of Spirits 1 to 10 over hydrometer proof, where the above propor- 
tional quantities from ftill and wafli are produced - - - - - £. 45 



But as thefe propot lions could not be uniformly adhered to, the Duty actually charged on each 
gallon of Spirits, 1 to 10 over hydrometer proof, produced from grain in the Highlands of Scotland, 
from 1ft July 1807 to the prohibition of the Diftillery from grain by flat. 4-8 Geo. III. cap. 118, 
was 4s. 8f d. 

The quantity of Malt ufed by Diftillers in the Highlands of Scotland from grain, it has been 
found impoftible to afeertain from the books in the office, no accounts thereof having been kept, 
with the exception of the following four Dillilleries, from 10th November 1807 to the prohibition 
of the Diftillery from grain by fiat. 4S Geo. III. c. 118. 



Diftillery. 


Colledtion. 


Bufliels of Malt, 
all from Bear, 
at 3s. 0| J. per Bulhel. ! 


Gallons of Spirits 
1 tolOover Hydrometer 
Proof, produced. 


Rate of Malt Duty per 
Gallon of Spirits, 1 to 10 
over Hydrometer Proof. 


Alfery - - - 


Caithnefs- - - 


2,203 


2,106 


£. s. d. 


Brauibin - - - 


D* - - - - 


2,214 


1,97s 


— 3 4f 


1 nverfnaid - - 


Glafgo.v - - - 


5,744 


6,S76 


— 2 6i 


Portnachoible - 


1 D° - - - - 


7,36'8 


8,518 


— 2 7k 




Total - - 


17,619 


19, 476 | 


— 2 84 



But the above cannot be depended on as a fair average of the Malt Duty on each gallon of Spirits 
in the Highlands of Scotland ; and it is to be obferved, that in one Coiledtion a large proportion 
of un malted grain is ufed in the Highland Diftillery, fo as nearly to approximate the rate of Malt 
Duty per gallon of Spirits to that in the Lowlands, in that particular Colledtion. 

Amount of the Duty on a gallon of Lowland Spirits for home confumption from Sugar, at the 
ftrength of 1 to 10 over hydrometer proof, calculated according to the rates, proportions, and re- 
ftrictions of the Adt 48 Geo. III. c. 152. 



Licence Duty £.l62. per gallon of dill's content, for which 2,025 gallons of Spirits are 

allowed, inde for each gallon of fpirits - - - - - - - £. — 1 71 

Walh Duty, 3| per gallon of wafli, 21 gallons of Spirits tote charged for each 100 

gallons of walh, inde for each gallon of Spirits - _ — 1 3.^ 

Spirit Duty per gallon, not exceeding the above proportions - 5 

The Duties of Cuftoms on Sugar ufed in the Dillillation of Spirits, are diredted by the 
29th fedtion of the above Adt to be paid by the Commiffioners of the Cuftoms to 
the Comuiiffioners of Excife, to be paid into the receipt of Exchequer as part of 
the Duties arifing from the dillillation of Spirits, computing in Scotland one hun- 
dred weight of Sugar for every 10J gallons of Spirits. The Duty on one cwt. of 
Sugar is 30s. of which 3s. Hands fufpended by Treafury warrant to 5th May 
1809, leaving 2 7s. per cwt. inde for each gallon of Spirits, at the rate of 27s. 
per cwt. - - - - - - _ _ - - - _ g gs 

Total, per gallon of Spirits, 1 to 10 over hydrometer proof, where the above propor- 
tional quantities from ftill and walh are produced ----- — 5 io - 8 7 



Amount 
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Committee upon Drawbacks and Duties on Spirit?. 

Amount of the Duty on a gallon of Highland Spirits for home confumption, from Sugar, at the 
ftrength of l to 10 over hydrometer proof, calculated according to the rates, proportions, and re- 
Itrkhons of the A£l 4S Geo. 111. c. 152. 

Licence Duty £. 5. per gallon of Hill’s content, for which 75 gallons of Spirits areal- 
lowed, inde for each gallon of Spirits 

Wadi Duty, 2d. per gallon of walh, 21 gallons of Spirits to be charged for each 100 
gallons of walh, inde for each gallon of Spirits ------ 

Spirit Duty per gallon, not exceeding the above proportions - 
Cuftoms, Duties on Sugar, as in Lowlands - - - 

Total per gallon of Spirits 1 to 10 over hydrometer proof, where the above propor- 
tional quantities from ftili and walh are produced - - - - - £. — 5 l-* r 



N. B. The Cufloms Duty on Sugar being payable to the Excife on all Spirits difiilled in Great 
Britain, Spirits diftilled in Scotland for exportation to England are included in the Certificate to 
the Commitfioners of Cuftoms in Scotland, of the Sugar ufed in diftillalion. There are no materials 
in the office for afeertaining the rate of Malt Duty on Spirits dillilled in Scotland fur exportation to 
England previous to the prohibition of diftillery from grain. 

Excife-Ofiice, Edinburgh, 1 John Wood, Accomptant. 

12lli April 1S09. 3 James Bruce, Accompl* General. 

Fred. F^thringham. It. IV hart on Dujf\ Compt. 

T. Wharton. 

Jo. Stuart. 



N* 27.— An Account of the NAMES of the Entered CORN DISTILLERS in the Lowlands of 
Scotland, with the Number of the Gallous of the Stills licenfed to each, as tire fame ftood on 
the 111 January 1S08. 



Names of Entered Corn Dillillers in the Lowlands 
of Scotland, 
for Home Confumption. 


Place of 
Diftillation. 


Collection. 


Number of Gallons 
of Still’s Content, 
at 1ft January 1808. 


Brown, Gourlay and Company - - - 


Paifley - - - - 


Air - - - - 


70 


Menzies, Buchanan and Company - - 


D° 


1)° 


44 


Daniel Macfarlane and Company - - 


D° 


D° 


44 


John Moubray and Company - - - 


CambuS - - - - 


Fife - - - - 


45 


John Bald and Company - - - - - 


Carfebridge - - - 


D® 


72 


John Phelp - -- -- -- -- 


Dolls 


D® 


72 l 


John Stein - -- -- -- -- 


Kennetpans - - - 


D® 


8 6 






D" 1 










Andrew and Charles Stein - - - - 


Ilattenburn- - - 


I)° 


50 


Duncan. Montgomerie and Company - 


Inverkeithing - - 


D® 


51 


William \ oung and Company - - - 


Grange - - - - 


D° 


5b £ 


Spears, Mitchell and Company - - - 


Kirkaldy - - 


D° 1 


58| 


William Haig - -- -- -- - 


Kincaple - - - 


D® 


54 


John Carnie and Company - - - - 


Barrowfield - - - 


Glafgow - - - 


4 a 


William Aitchifon ------- 


St. Clemen tswells - 


Haddington - - 


100 


Archibald Dunlop ------- 


Eatt Linton - - - 


D° - - - 


6’4 


Andrew Taylor - -- -- -- - 


Weltbarns - - - 


D° - - - 


47 


George Maclagan and Company - - 


Underwood - - - 


Linlithgow. - - 


59? 


Cowie Diftillery Company - - - - 


Cowie - - - - 


D® - - - 


4b £ 


James Miller - -- -- -- - 


Craigend - - - 


1)“ - - - 


51 


John Cafi'els - -- -- -- -- 




D® ... 


54 


Adam Dawt'on - -- -- -- - 


Bonnytown - - - 


D® - - - 


45 


John Glen - -- -- - - - - 


Mains - - - - 


D° --- 


44 


John Stein ---- ------ 


Canonmills - - - 


Edinburgh - - 


1S8 


James Haig - -- -- -- -- 


Sunbury - - - - 


D" - - - 


131 


John Haig - -- -- -- -- 


Leith ----- 


D° - - - 


121 








l,756'| 



Excife-Office, Edinburgh, 1 


! 


John Wood, Accomptant. 


2d May 1809. J 


\ 


James Bruce, Ar.comp' General. 


Fred. Fothringham. 
Sami llofe. 

James Jackfon. 

T. Wharton. 


R. Wharton Duff, Comp 1 , 



.— 14 

— — 9U 

— — 5 

— 2 ey \ 



199. 



n u 
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Appehdk of Accounts to the Minutes' of Evidence from the 



N # 28.— An Acc-omit of the Names of the Entered DISTILLERS In Scotland, with the Number and 
Contains of their Stills rel'peCtively, working for Exportation to England, as the fame flood at 
5th January 1808. 



Names of Entered Piftillers in Scotland 
working for 

Exportation to England. 


Place of 
Dtftrllation. 


Collection. 


Number 

of 

Stills. 


Gallons of Still* 
Content at 
5th January 1308. 


Robert Stein and Company - 


Kilbagie 


Fife - - - 


4 


18,522 


James Haig ----- 


Loch rin - - 


Edinburgh - 


2 


10,236 



Excife-Office, Edinburgh 
5 th May 1809. 



’} 



Fred. Fothringham. 
Sami Ruje. 

T. Wharton. 



John Wood, Accomptant. 

James Bruce, Accotnp 1 General 
R. Wharton Duff, Cofnp*. 



N* 29.— IRELAND.— A Return of the Number of Barrels of MALT upon which the Duty was 
paid in Ireland, in the Years ending 5th January 1807 and ISOS refpe&ively. 













Barrels Malt 












Paid Duty. 


Year ending 5th January - - - 1807 - 


- 


- 


- ■ 


. - - 


717,232 8 


j)o _ _ _ D» _ _ _ - 1S08 - 


- 




- • 


■ - - 


604,561 9 



Sam. Hood, 

May 4, IS09. Afe* Exam r Excife. 



30. IRELAND.— A Return of the Total Number of Gallons of SPIRITS made by the legal 

and entered Stills in Ireland, for the years ending 5th January 1807 and 18O8 relpe&ively ; dif- 
linguilhing the Number of Gallons exported. 









Gallons 


Gallons 








made. 


Exported. 


Year ending 5th January - - - 1807 


- ■ 


■ - 


3,931,829 


531,648 


D d - - - D° - - - - 180S 


- 


■ ‘ - 


5,704,1 5S 


648,706 



Sam. Hood, 

May 4, 1S09. Ala' Exam' Excife. 



N° 31.— A Return of the Number of Barrels of MALT ufed in the Breweries of Ireland in the 
years endiug the 5th January 1S07 and 1808 refpe&ively. 



Barrels of Malt ufed in Erewerics in the year 1807. ; 


Barrels of Malt ufed in Breweries 


in the year 18J8. 


380,706.' 


446,552. 



Ex r5 -Office, I 
12th May 1809- J 



Returned by Walter N. Byrne, 

A&ing Examiner. 
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Total Number 
of Gallons. 



Contents 
of each Still. 



Total Number 
of Gallons. 



Brought forward 



Carried forward 



Committee upon Drawbacks and Duties on Spirits. 123 

32, — An Account of the Number of Gallons of SPIRITS, made in, and Exported fret 
England to Ireland, from the Time of the Union to the prefent Time; dillinguifliirig each \ear. 





Gallons. 


1801 - - - 


Nil. 


1802 - - - 


- 


1803 - - - 


- 


1804 - - - 


- 


1805 - - - 


— 


1806 - — - 


- 


1807 - - - 


- 


ISOS - - - 


2,398 



Cuftom-Houfe, London, ? 
19th Way 1809. j 
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Michael Caftle, Briftol - - - 
Will® Bawtree, Colchefter - - j 

( 

Sam 1 Bawtree, Colchefter - - -< 

1 

Cha s Smith and Co. Bromley - < 
I 

Philip Metcalfe & Co. Bromley - < 

Will® P.ooth, Stanftead - - - - 
John Evans, Hertford - - - 

Geo. Biftiop & Co. Maidflone - ■ 



7,964 
3,S? 5 
L991 




1,334 

61 7 




515 

73 

273 

339 




18,501 

5,187 

2,015 


2:>,,03 


8,705 




2,435 

8,527 

2,551 

2,444 

281 




8,384 

2,108 




180 

68 




5,074 

1,390 

1,802 

1,158 






9,-121 


... 


87,752 



John Brenchley, Maidftone - - j 3 ' 8 g 

— 939 

John Kodgfon & Co. Battcrfea- | 3 591 

10,123 

( 6,899 

Jofeph Benwell & Co. Batterfea -< 7,001 

( 4,423 

= 18,323 

{ 6,477 

4' 5^4 
3^007 

20,194. 

( 5,983 

Tho* Smith & Co. Brentford - < 5-938 

( -4,028 

15,949 

John Williams, Worcefter - - | ^’401 

- 4,793 

Tito 1 Valentine Cooke & Co. ( 6-709 

Chelfea ------ 4 X 2,000 

8,709 

Sam 1 Davey Liptrap & Co. White- ( 6,835 

chapel - | 3,090 

9,925 

46 Stills ufed in England. — Contents - - 176,752 



. — The CONTENTS of the feveral I.icenfed STILLS ufed in England for the making of SPIRITS. 



J. Kemp , 

Accomp* Gen 1 . 



N # 33 



Excife-Office, London, 1 
27th May 1809. J 
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Appendix of Accounts to the Minutes of Evidence, &c. 



N° 34. — A Return of the Number of Quarters of MALT upon which the Duty was paid in England, 
in the Years ending the 5th January 1807 and 5th January 1808, refpe&ively. 




Quarters of 
Malt. 


Bufliels. 


C 1S07 - 

Years ending 5 th January - ' - < 

l 1808 - 


3,446,177 

2.989.095 


3 

1* 




6,435,272 . 


H 


Excife Office, London, 7 
27 lh May 1309. J 


C. Kir, 

Gen 1 Accomp*. 


N° 35. — A Return of the Number of Quarters of M ALT ufed in the Brewery of England, in 
the Years ending the 5th January 1807 & 1808, refpeclively. 





Number of 
QUARTERS 
of Malt. 


C 1807 - 


2,230,940 


Years ending the 5th January - - - 




t 1808 - 


2,191,663 



N. B. The above Quantities are the refult of the neareft calculation the refpedive Surveying 
Officers can make of the Quantities of Malt uled in the making a given quantity of Strong and 
Table Beer ; but they have no means of afcertainiug the exad quantities of Malt fo uled. 

Excife Office, London, 7 J. Kemp, ' 

27th May 1809, j Accomp' Gen'. 



N® 36. — A Return of the Total Number of Gallons of SPIRITS made by the legal and entered 
Stills in England, for the Yeais ending the 5th January 1807 and 1808, refpeftively ; diiunguifhing 
the number oi Gallons exported. 



■ : -[ - • 


Number of 
Gallons made. 1 


Number of 
Gallons exported. 


( 1807 - 


3,730,004 




Yfear ending 5tli January “ * -s 






l 1808 - 


3,759, 408 


81,054 









KB. The above quantities of Spirits made are the Quantities allowed by Law 
to be made from the refpedtive Quantities of Waffi, of the ftrength of 1 to 10 
over proof. 



Excife Office, London, 7 

27th May 1809. J J. Hodgson , 

Gen 1 Acco*. 
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N* 37. — S COTLAND. An Account of the Number of Gallons of S P I R 1 T S made in, atul 
exported from Scotland to Ireland, from the time of the Union (1ft January 1801) to the pre- 
fent time ; diftinguilhing each Year. 





Gallons of Spirits 
of the Strength 
of 1 to 10 over 
Hydrometer 


From 1ft January 


1801 to 1ft January 


1802 


- - 


— 


_ - - D° - - 


1802 — - - D° - - 


1803 


- - 




— - - D° - - 


1803 — - - D° - - 


1804 


- - " 


- 


_ - - D° - - 


1804 — - - D° - - 


1805 


- - 


- 


_ ..D°w. 


1805 — - - D° - - 


1806 


- - 




— - - D° - - 


1806 — - - D° - - 


1807 


- - 


12,771 


— - - D» - - 


1807 — - - D° - - 


1808 


- - 


1 15, 723 


— - - D° - - 


1808 — - - D° - - 


1809 


- - 


401,704 


_ - - D° - - 


1809 to this date 


- " 


- - 


35,824 










566,022 



Excife-Office, Edinburgh 
31ft May 1809. 



1 



Fred. Fothringham. 
Sami Rofe. 



James Jaclcfon. 



Aw. Turnbull, Clerk for Debentures. 
Jo. Blacleader, Accomp' Gen 1 . 

1L Wharton Duff, Compt. 
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